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The Chaplain, Rev,. J. J. Muir, D. D., offered the following
prayer:

Our Father, Thou dost temper the wind to the shorn lamb
and Thou art constant In Thine attention to our inferests. We
often fail to recognize Thee. We go into by and forbidden
paths, and yet Thou art gentle and tender in Thy dealings with
us, And so this morning, as we enter upon the duties awaiting
our attention, we pray for Thine own guidance. Help us where
we falter, give us wisdom where it is needed, and so direct our
ways that whether we eat or drink or whatsoever we do we
shall glorify Thee. Through Jesus Christ. Amen.

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed-
ings of the legislative day of Wednesday last, when, on request
of Mr. Curris and by unanimous consent, the further reading
wis dispensed with and the Journal was approved.

CALL OF THE ROLL

Mr, JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sena-
tors answered to their names:

Bingham Frazier Mayfield Sheppard
Blease George Means Shortridge
Borah Gofl Metealf Simmons
Bratton Gooding Moges Smith
HBrookhart Greene Neely Smoot
Broussard Hale Norbeck Btanfield
Bruece Harreld Nye Stephens
Butler Harris Oddie Swanson
Cameron Heflin Overman Trammell
Capper Howell Pepper Tyson
Conzens Johnson "hipps Wadsworth
Cumminsg Jenes, Wash. Pine Walsh
Curtis Kendrick Pittman Warren
Dale Keyes Ransdell Watson
D La Follette Heed, Mo. W‘]ll!ams
Edwards Lenroot Reed, Pa. Willis
Ferris McKellar Robinson, Ark,

‘oS8 MeLean Robingon, Ind,
Fletcher MeNary Sackett

Mr. JONES of Washington. I desire to announce that the
Senator from Maine [Mr. FErxarp], the Senator from Nebraska
[Mr. Norris], and the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. ScHarL]
are absent from the Senate on account of illness.

Mr. WALSH. I wish to announce that the junior Senator
from Utah [Mr. Kixa] is detained by illness.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-three Senators having an-
swered to their names, a quorum is present.

COLORADO RIVER BRIDGE IN ARIZONA
Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, on yesterday there was a

discussion in the Senate with regard to a certain item in the
conference report on the deficiency appropriation bill, dealing
with the bridge across the Colorado River in the Navajo Indian
Reservation. I knew very little about the question on yester-
day, It was ‘a matter that had never been discussed in the
Senate before, to my knowledge. There was some discussion
of it here yesterday. I have talked with some of my colleagues,
and I found very few who knew anything about the matter. I
consider it a matter of very great importance. I feel that a
bridge should be built across the river at that point. Traffic is
now served in that vicinity by a ferry, and the ferry is of very
uncertain service, There are many times when it can not be
used at all. There is a demand for transportation facilities at
that peint in the crossing of the river, In my opinion, the
bridge will be of greater benefit to the Indians than anyone else
directly. "It will bring thousands of people to the reservation
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who will supply the Indians with a local market for their
products.

I wish to have the brief explanation made by the Member of
the House who introduced the amendment read to the Senate
for their information. It is very short. I ask unanimous con-
sent that it may be read at the desk.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? Without objec-
tion, it is so ordered.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas.
tion will the Senator permit me?

Mr. PITTMAN. Certainly.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The bill aunthorizing the ap-
propriation in question which was passed last year was favor-
ably reported to the Senate by the Senator from Arizona [Mr.
Cameron]. I ask that the report on the bill made by the Sen-
ator from Arizona may be inserted in the Recorp in conjunction
with the matter which the Senator from Nevada has asked to
have read at the desk.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it iz so ordered.

Mr. PITTMAN. I now ask that the clerk may read as re-
quested, commencing at the top of page 4563, first column, down
to the end of the first column on page 4565.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read as reguested.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

Mr. HavpEN., Mr. Speaker, there has been a violent misrepresenta-
tion of the fact with respect to this reimbursable appropriation for
the construction of a bridge across the Colorado River near Lee Ferry,
Ariz. 1t has been repeatedly stated in another body and in some news-
papers that we who are responsible for this appropriation are attempt-
ing to seize practically all of the funds now in the Federal Treasury
to the ecredit of the Navajo Indians in order to build this bridge. 1
shall demonstrate that nothing could be further from the truth,

From some motive, which has not been entirely disclosed, those
opposing this appropriation have seen fit to denounce the Assistant
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Mr. Edgar B. Meritt, because he ap-
peareid before the Committee on Appropriations of the House to answer
questions regarding an appropriation which is_ authorized by law. In
doing so these objectors have been careful to withhold some very ma-
terial facts. They do not say that the act authorizing this appropria-
tion of $100,000 out of the Treasury of the United States, reimbursable
from Navajo tribal funds, was passed by both Houses of Congress and
became a law by the approval of President Coolidge on February 26,
1925. There is not even a hint that the estimate to earry out the pro-
visions of that act was approved by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs,
the Becretary of the Interior, the Director of the Budget, and finally
by the President before it wasg transmitted to Congress., Why condemn
My, Meritt jost because he happened to be the ome who appeared at a
hearing as a part of the routine duties of his office?

If anybody s responsible for this situation, 1 am the man. I am
not * passing the buck” to anybody and stand ready to recelve ail the
criticism that has been directed at others. Those who are engaged in a
general attack on the Indian Office gre secking to use this item as
means of furthering their campeaign to discredit that bureau. They
do not say that I introduced the bill to authorize this appropriation;
that I reported it to the House and urged its passage on this floor.
They deal gently with me but roundly abuse Mr, Meritt and the other
officials of the Interior Department. I protest against such manifest
unfairness, When a Congressman stands sponsor for a bill he should
be held strictly accountable and the blame, if any, should not be trans-
ferred to the shoulders of ihose whose only duty is to execute the laws
passed by Congress.

1 introduced the bill to authorize the construction of this bridge in
good faith. T believed then and insist now that to build a bridge
across the Colorado River about 6 miles below Lee Ferry will be of
sufficlent benefit to the Navajo Indians to justify this appropriation
in the form in whiech it is made. One-half of the bridge will be within the
Navajo Reservation, and that is why oue-half of its cost is made a
charge and lien againgt thelr tribal funds. The road leading to the
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bridge from the south will extend for 60 miles through the heart of
the western Navajo Reservation, where over 6,000 members of that
tribe reside. That part of the Navajo country, now inaceessible, will
be opened by a main highway of travel, which will not only bring pur-
chesers for all the products of the reservation but which the Indians
themselves can and will use whenever they have occasion. That high-
way, the construction of which will require the expenditure of over a
miliion dollars, will not cost the Navajo Indinns one cent. The only
contribution that they ever will be called npon to make is for one-
half the cost of this bridge.

Mr. Brack of Texas, Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. MapDEN. Yes.

Mr. Brack of Texas. I notlee that this provision contemplates that
this appropriation is to be repaid out of funds that may hereafter
come Into the Treasury to the credit of the Navajo Indians.

Mr. MappEN. It does not make any charge upon the $116,000 that
the Navajo Indians now have in the Treasury.

Mr. Brack of Texas, I know; but It makes a charge on the Treasury
of the United States. What assurance have we that there will be this
amount coming to the credit of the Navajo Indians?

Mr. Harpex. That is the very point that I was going to bring out
in my next statement,

Mr. Brack of Texas. Oh, 1 thought the gentleman was through.

Mr. MappEX. I yleld more time to the gentleman from Arizona
to answer the questlon.

Mr. Havpex, I am sure that no one who is at all Informed will
dispute the fact that the Navalo country offers more inducements
for the expenditure of money In prospecting for ofl than in any
other section of the great Southwest. The lack of a law to permit
the drilling of oil wells on Executiye-order Indian reservations is the
only thing that stands in the way of great activity in many parts
of a vast area now closed even tighter than though it were behind
the great wall of China.

The former Secretary of the Interior, Mr. Fall, ruled that Execu-
tive-order Indian reservations were open to entry under the general
ofl leasing law of February 25, 1920. Prospecting for oil took place
and discoverles were made. Then, by reason of an opinlon of the
Attorney General of the United States, reversing Secretary Fall's
decislon, all operations ceased. Later the Federal court in Utah de-
clded that Secretary Fall was right, but the case has heen appealed
to the Supreme Court, g0 no one can fell what the final result will be.

In the meantime I have Introduced an oil leasing bill that is now
under consideration by the Committee on Indian Affairs, which, if
enacted, will, In my opinion, make the Navajo Indians even richer
than the Osages. 1 say that advisedly, having seen the limited area
of the Osage oil lands and the great territory which is now occupied
by the Navajos.

Mr. Brack of Texas. But suppose no funds come in. It means
that the Unlted States is bullding a bridge ount in Arizona out of
funds from the United States Treasury.

Mr. Haypex, That question was thoroughly consldered at the thme
the authorizing act was passed. The Committee on Appropriations
has reported an appropriation authorized by law, and it is now too
late to diseuss the guestlon raised by the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. MappEN. It is not too late, but we are perfectly satisfled that
there is a development pending.

Mr. Brack of Texas. The reason 1 ask the question ia that there
are two bills now on the calendar that contemplate expeditures of
this kind out in the State of Washington, to be made out of the
Treasury of the United SBtates. We have rivers in Texas that we
would like to have dredged at the expense of the Federal Government,

Mr. MappeN, The Navajo Indians have millions of acres of land
in their reservation.

Mr. FreEAr. Is it not a faet that in the Senate yesterday a bill
was introduced to repeal the reimbursable feature of this proposition?

Mr. Marpex. Yes.

Mr. Faear. And that they were going to hold up this whole
appropriation until that bill had opportunity to pass?

Mr. MappEN, We have safeguarded that.

Mr. FaEar. How?

Mr. MappeX. By making this appropriation a charge against the
revenues of the Indians as they come into their possession,

Mr. Frean. Mr, Speaker, who has the floor?

The SprAKer, The gentleman from Arizona has the floor,
time is not exhausted.

Mr. Frear. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HAvDEN, Yes,

Mr. Fpear. That particular charge yesterday at th: other end of
the Capitol was to the effect that not one Indian would cross this
bridge in the course of a year, and the other day the same Senator
stated tha: not 10 would. There were three gentlemen in the Senate
who are familiar with the facts who stated that It s an iniquitous
and unjust tax to take $100,000 from the Navajo Indians to help
build this bridge. Yesterday there was Introduced in the body at
the other end of the Capitol a bill to repeal the $100,000 reimburs-
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able feature of this bridge matter, and thiz item was to be held up
in the Senate awaiting action upon that bill.

Mr. Haypex. Mr. Speaker, the Senate has been grossly misin-
formed as to the facts. DBut one side of the case has been presented.
If a bill has been Introduced,-1 hope that a hearing will be held
where all the facts may be brovght out.

What I resent most of all is the unfairness of those who oppose
this appropriation. Every line that has been written, every worid
that has been said, would lead to no other conclusicn than that it
was proposed to take $100,000 out of $116,000 now on deposit in
the Treasury to the eredit of the Navajo Indians and use that money
to build the Lee Ferry bridge. If such were the intention, Congress
would do so directly, as is frequently done with appropriations from
tribal funds, instead of making an appropriation and then providing
for reimbursement,

The truth is that no such proceeding was ever contemplated. When
the bill authorizing this appropriation was before the Commiftee on
Indian Affairs and under congideration by the House no such repre-
sentation was ever made. Upon the contrary, it was made plain to
everyone that the netual date of reimbursement could not be foretold,
but that there was every reason to belleve that before many ycars there
would be a large development of the oil rezources of the Navajo coun-
try, and then, without inconvenience to the Indians, their proper share
of the cost of this bridge could be repaid.

Let me repeat that this proposal does not and never has contem-
plated touching one dollar that Is now in the Treasury to the credit of
the Navajo Indians. If Congress intended immediate reimbursement,
everyone who knows the facts is well aware that no part of the present
$116,000 could be taken, because there now exist prior claims to much
more than that sum of money. 1 told the House a few days ago that
there now exists a total charge of $68.,500 for bridges heretofore built
In Arizona, the cost of which is reimbursable from Navajo tribal funds.
1 did not go beyond my own State at that time, but T have since
checked up the expenditures that have been made in New Mexico, which
I have tabulated, as follows:

Appropriations expended in New Mewico reimbursable from Navajo
tribal funds
Bridg;l across San Juan River at Shiprock (38 Stat. L.

p. prrl e £16, 000, 00
Mesa Verde-Gallup Highway (39 Stat. L. p. 144) o~ 15, 000, 00
Mesa Verde-Gallup Highwar (30 Stat. L. p. 981) oo e 15, 000. 00
Bridge across San Juan River near Farmington (39 Stat.

L9 e 26, 600, 00
(‘.ompfetjnn of Farmington Bri (40 Stat, L. p. 570)——- 4, 000, 00
Mesa Verde-Gallup Highway (40 Stat. L. p. 578) - 235, 000. 00
Mesa Verde—GalIu? Hi hwaly 41 Stat. L. I1.1 A8) oo cioin s 20,000 D
Completion of Shiprock Bridge (41 Stat. L. p. 18) ________ 4,998, 14
Mesa Verde-Gallup Highway (41 Btat. L. p. 422) _________ 11, 000. 00

Total < 140, 226. 14

Annual approprintion of $20,000, authorized for maintenance of
Gallup-Durango Highway, relmbursable from Navajo tribal funds. (43
Stat. L. p. 606.) F

Every cent of that money was spent under authority of law, which
in each instance provided that the various sums should be reimbursable
out of any funds to the credit of the Navajo Indians in the Treasury
of the Unlted States. These New Mexico appropriations will more than
cover the entire amount of the present Navajo funds and, being ahead
in the order of expenditure, will, of course, have priority in the time
payment over the $100,000 carrled In this deficiency bill

I have supported every one of these New Mexico appropriations,
which are reimbursable from Navajo tribal funds. The construction of
bridges across the San Juan River and the improvement of the road
from Gallup to Mesa Verde has been fully justified from every point of
view. The Navajo Indians have been benefited, just as the tribe will
benefit by the construction of another Ilmportant tourist highway
through their country to the Lee Ferry Bridge and on into Utah,

I am glad to see the New Mexico Navajos enjoy these advantages,
but most of the tribe lives in my State, and the Indians there are en-
titled to equal consideration. Far the information of the House I
desire to present the following figures from the last annual report of
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs:

Indian population in Arizona

(Pages 32-33)
Navajo Indians:

Under Hopl Agency ) 2, 630
Under Leupp Agency A, y 184
Under Navajo Ageney—-——— 11, 240
Under Western Navajo Agency—__— -- 6,498
atal o i = 21, 601
Indian population in New AMezico
(Page 26)
Navajo Indians:
Inder Pueblo Bonito Ageney.—coo oo L _ 2. 880
Under Ban Juan Ait-ncyﬂ b 000
Under Southern Pueblo Agency 892
D 01 OB G M b R L e S — 9,272

Total Navajos in both States

= —= 40, 823
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' For 14 years, as & Member of this House, T have spoken for the
Navajo Indians of Arizema. In all that time I have neglected no
opportunity to do everything that was possible to advance their
welfare, Milllons of dollars have been appropriated for their benefit,
and no one will be bold enough to deny that I was at least here and
knew what was being dome. The Navajo Indians, over 20,000 of
them, two-thirds of the entire tribe, are an integral part of the people
of Arizona, all of whom I have been sent here to represent. They
are my constituents, and I have taken care of them. T shall continue
to see that no harm comes to them. Neither will I permit their best
interests to be jeopardized by mew and alleged friends who at this
late date would have Congress belleve that there has been a betrayal
of trust and a perpetration of Injustice.

Mr. Fuear. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary question,

The SreaAgEr. The gentleman will state it.

My, Fuear., Is it proper at this time to offer a motion as a suobsti-
tute to recede and concur In the Senate amendment?

Mr. Mappex. It is not a Senate amendment, it I8 a conference re-
port complete, and the gentleman has to adopt it or reject the con-
ference report,

Mr. BoaxTox, Will the gentleman yield?

My, MappEN. Yes.

Mr. BraxTon, Is not this the fact, that the House has agreed, out
of future revenues of these Indians, that the money shall be reim-
bursable merely to keep their present fund intact?

Mr. Mappex, Exactly.

Mr., Braxtox., What harm can there be if that 1s the fact?

Mr. Frean. If the -gentleman will yield, there is $£100,000 reim-
bursable charge against the Indlans, They have $116,000 in the
Treasury.

Mr. HaYDEX, The gentleman from Wisconsin is mistaken in his
facts.

Mr, MappEx, Mr. Speaker, there Is not a dollar charged against
these Indians in this fund. They have $116,000 in the Treasury.
We are not proposing to make any charge against that $116,000,
What we are proposing to do is, when their couniry is opened up
by the construction of a bridge and the expenditure of over $1,000,000
by the Btate of Arizona in the construetion of 130 miles of road in
order to enahble them to develop, that then whatever is advanced out
of the Indians’ money resulting from the development as a result
of all this expenditure by other parties, that shall be charged against
the fund of the Indians and against the expenditure by the Govern-
ment of the United States,

Mr. BLack of Texas, Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. MappEN, Yes,

Mr., Brack of Texas. Why should the United Btates Government
advance money to the States of Utah and Arizona to build this bridge
out of Federal funds?

My, MappEN., The Indlans are wards of the Government, and it
always has been the custom and is the law that the United States
Government shall conserve the rights of the Indians and shall create
such obligations in the conservation of their rights as may seem
wise; and the report pending before the House is the result of earnest
and careful consideration and 18 deemed by those who have brought
it in and are now advocating it as being wise, and we ask the House
to adopt our views of it by adopting the conference report.

Mr. Frean, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. Mappex., T will

Mr. Frein. Is it not a fact that the Indians have never con-
sented to this proposition, that they are opposed to it, and it will
not add $1 to the valoe of their property, and is purely a tourlst
automobile brldge and —

Mr. HaypEN, I emphatically deny that statement,

Mr. Frear. [ am asking the gentleman from Illinois if it is not
a fact?

Mr, Mappex, It is not.

Mr, FrEanr. It was so stated in another body.

Mr, Mappex, The statement I made is a statement of facts,

The Sreakeir. The gquestion is on agreeing to the conference report.

The question was taken, and the Chair announced the ayes appeared
to have it.

Mr. Frear. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays, and on that
I make the point of order that there ls no quorum present.

The Srrager, Not a sufficient number have arisen, and the yeas and
nays are refused.

Mr. FreAR, I make the point of order there is mo quorum present.

The SpeakgER, The gentleman from Wiseonsin makes the point of
order that there is no guorum present, Evidently there is no gquorum
present.

Mr. MAppeN., Mr, Speaker, I move a call of the House; it will be
an automatic roll call.

The Sreawr. It is simply a call of the House.

Mr. Braa. Mr. Speaker, 1 move a eall or the House.

The motion was agreed to.

The roll was called, and the following Members falled to answer to
their names:

* * #® * ® * *

The, 8rEakER, Three hundred and sixty-seven Members have an-
swered to their names. A gquorum is present.

Mr. TiLsoN., Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with further proceed-
inge under the call.

The motion was agreed to,

Mr. MappEN., Mr, Speaker, T ask for a vote,

AMr. Swixg. Mr. Bpeaker, may we have the motion read for the in-
formation of those who have come in?

The Sreaker. Without objection, the Clerk will again report the
amendment.

Mr. Mappex. Mr, Speaker, it is not an amendment; it 1s a confer-
ence report.

The SpEakEeR. Without objection, the Clerk will again report the
items In conference,

There was no objection.

The items were again reported. >

The Speaxen. The gquestion is on agreeing to the conference report.

Mr. Frean. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to proceed for
one minute.

The SPEARER. The Clerk will report the next amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

" Mr. MADDEX moves that the House recede from its disagreemsnt to
the amendment of the Senate No. 28, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: * Restore the matter stricken out by eaid
amendment amended to read as follows: Bridge near Lee Ferry, Arie.:
To defray one-half the cost of the construction of a bridge and ap-
proaches thereto across the Colorado River at a site about 6 imiles
below Lee Ferry, Ariz., as authorized by the act of February 26, 1925,
$100,000, to remain available until June 30, 1927, and to be reim-
bursed from funds hereafter placed in the Treasury te the credit of the
Navajo Indians,’ ™

Mr. Mappex. Mr, Speaker, 1 yield one minute to the gentleman from
Wisconsin [Mr. Frear].

The SPeaKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin is recognized for one
minute,

Mr. FreEAr. Mr. Speaker, this is a conference agreement that rom-
pels the Navajo Indians to pay $100,000 for a tourist bridge in Arizona.
The Senate yesterday unanimously struck out the £100,000 Indian
reimbursable feature from the conference report on the bridge, The
House to-day should concur with that action of the Senate, because
this bridge was never proposed to be coustructed with the consent of
the Indians. They have no interest in it. They have protested ag:ninst
it. They receive no benefit from it. The $100,000 is ultimately to be
taken out of their funds, of which they pnow have only $116,000 on
hand. I have shown before that these Indians need every dollar of
their funds for sickness and trachoma. They are sadly in need of help.
They get no benefit whatever from this tourlst bridge proposition. It
should be stricken out and the conference report should mot be ac-
cepted until that is done.

The Sreaxer. The question is ¢n agreeing to the conference report.

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the Chalr
was In doubt.

Mr. Mapoex. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division,

The SPEAKER., A division is demanded.

The House divided; and there were—ayes 235, noes 30.

S0 the conference report was agreed to.

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, the Senator from Arkansas
[Mr. Rosixso~N] has called attention to a report which prob-
ably will throw some light on the question as to how we came
to pass the two laws that are under discussion. We have
from the House side now direct information as to who intro-
duced the bill; and I ask that the report may be read at this
point.

The YICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none, and the Secretary will read as requested.

The Chief Clerk read the report (No. 1111) submitted by
Mr. CaxeroN February 14, 1925, as follows:

[Senate Report No. 1111, Sixty-eighth Congress, second session|

(Report to accompany H. R, 4114)

The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill
(H. R. 4114) authorizing the constrnction of a bridge across the
Colorado River near Lee Ferry, Ariz, haviug considered the same,
report favorably thereon with the recommendation that the bill do
pass without amendment.

The facts are fully set forth in House Report No. 1242, Sixiy-
elghth Congrese, second session, which is appended hereto and made
a part of this report, -

[House Report No. 1242, Bixty-eighth Congress, second sesslon]

The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill
(H, R. 4114) authorizing the construction of a Dbridge across the
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Colorado Niver near Tee Ferry, Ariz, having considered the same,
report thereon with a recommendation that it do pass with the
following amendments : .

Line 11, page 1, strike out the word * Western."

Line 12, page 1, strike out the comma and the word “Arizona.”

Line 13, page 1, strike out the words “ lands and.”

Your committee ig informed by the Bureau of Indian Affairs that
the Navajo Indlans of Arizona and New Mexico consider themselves
to be one tribe residing on one reservation and have asked that no
dlstinetion be made with respect to Indlans who reside in different
administrative divisions, The committee is of the opinion that there
1s no practical means of enforclng a lien against the lands of the
Navajo Indians and that a len upon their funds 1s ample security
for the reimbursement of this appropriation Olil in paying quan-
tities has been discovered on the Navajo Reservation, and it is known
that large deposits of coal also exist, In addition to which there is
considerable merchartable timber,

The bill was referred to the Secretary of the Interior for report,
and Its enactment is recommended in the following letter:

WASHINGTON, January 15, 192).
Hon. HoMER P, BNYDER,
Chairman Committee on Indian Afairs,
House of Representatives.

My Dear Mg, Sxyper: Reference is had to your letter of December
24 ; transmitting for report, among others, H. R. 4114, authorizing the
appropriation of $100,000 to be expended under the direction of the
Secretary of the Interior for the comstruction of a bridge and ap-
proaches thereto across the Colorado River at a slte 6 miles below
Lee Ferry, Ariz., to be reimbursed from any funds to the eredit of
the Indians of the Western Navajo Reservation in that State.

The matter of the construction of this bridge has been under con-
sideration for some time, and thorough investigations have been made
of all its phases by representatives of the Indian Service and by Col.
Herbert Deakyne, Corps of Englneers, United States Army. A copy
of Colonel Deakyne's report, which goes into the technical aspects of
the matter in some detall, is inclosed herewith.

The cost of the construction of the proposed bridge has bheen placed
at approximately $200,000, and the local representative of the Indian
Service has recommended that that service bear half of the cost
which would seem to be an equitable division thereof. The proposed
pridge will connect the Western Nayajo Indian Reservation with the
public domain on the west of the Colorade River and will furnish an
important and permanent outlet for the Indians of that reservatlon,
facilitating their communication with the whites, and assisting them
in thelr progress toward a more advanced civilization. The benefit
which will acerue to the white persons residing in that vicinity and
to tlie general traveling public will be great and will probably be egual
to the benefit which will be derived by the Indians, This bridge will
make at all times the only.possible north and south route between the
Salt Lake Railway on the west and the road mnorth from Gallup,
N. Mex., on the east. An immense country lies between this rallway
and the town of Gallup, and the proposed bridge wlll be an absolute
necessity to the proper development of that section.

Tu view of the fact that the Indians of the Western Navajo Reser-
vation will derive great benefit from the erection of the proposed
bridge, estimated to be equal to the henefit which will be derived by
the white settlers, it would appear reasonable that the $100,000 which
it is proposed to appropriate from publie funds for the payment of
half of the cost of construction be made reimbursable to the United
States from any funds now or hereafter placed to the credit of such
Indians #and to remain a charge upon the lands and funds of such
Indians until paid.

It is recommended that H. R. 4114 receive the favorable consldera-
tion of your committee and of the Congress,

YVery truly yours,
Huserr Wonk, Secrefary.

The report of Col. Herbert Deakyne, of the Army Engineer Corps,
to which Secretary Work refers, is as follows:
War DEPARTMENT,
Usitep STATES ENGINEER OFFICE,
Ban Francizco, Calf., Marcoh 21, 1922,
From : The District Englneer, First Division, S8an Francisco, Calif.
To: Mr, Stephen Janus, superintendent Leupp Indian School, Leupp,

Arz. 5
Subject : Colorado River bridge.

1. Referring to previous correspondence and to our recent visit to
the site of the proposed bridge across the Colorado River near Lee
Ferry, 1 wish to express the following views in regard to the engi-
neering features of the problem. The act of Congress (41 8Stat. p.
1233), authorizes an investigation of the necessity for the bridge,
together with surveys, plans, reports, and estimated limit of cost,
with recommendation as to what proportionate part of the cost shall
be borne by the United States. I assume that you will make the
necessary presentation of facts relative to the mecessity for the bridge
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and the part of the cost that should be pald by the United States,
and I am therefore not touching upon those phases of the matter.

2. Location: The act specifies the location as at or near Lee Ferry.
From what I saw of the River at Lee Ferry there appears to be mo
argument for placing the bridge at or above the ferry site. The matter
of approaches alone on the high and steep sides of the gorge above
the ferry and on the left bank at the ferry is sufficient to cause rejec-
tion of any plan for a bridge In that location. The roads on both
banks follow close to the river for several miles downstream from the
ferry. There is no road on either side above the ferry. Therefore
for every mlle that the bridge is placed below the ferry there will be
a saving of the maintenance of about 2 miles of road. In addition
the road on the left bank for some 3 miles below the ferry, known as
the “ Dugway,” is dangerous to travel and difficult and expensive to
maintain. It appears unquestionably advisable to place the bridge
below the ** Dugway." %

3. From a study of the report made to you by Capt. J. B, Wright,
county engineer of Cocomino County, Ariz., January 21, 1921, from
my examination of the site, and from discussion with Captaln Wright,
I am of the opinion that the site selected by him about 6 miles down-
stream from Lee Ferry 18 the best known site for the bridge. A
bridge at this point will save the maintenance of some 12 miles of
road, will afford reasonably easy approaches on both sides, and will
require a structure short enongh to be within practicable limits of
construction,

4. The river at this point flows through a box canyon varying some-
what in dimensions, but generally about 400 feet deep and 600 feet
wide. At the selected polnt the width measured by Captain Wright
Is 575 feet and the depth from the rim of the canyon to low-water
level is about 423 feet. The rise of the river in extreme floods is
probably somewhere around 30 feet. The banks are of solld rock.

5. Type of structore: The types of bridge to be considered at this
site are the suspension bridge, the horizontal steel truss, and the
arched steel truss, It is evident that any bLridge supported on plers
in the river Is out of the questlon, as this would involve piers more
than 400 feet high. The bridge must be a single span from bank to
bank. A stone or concrete arched bridge is considered impractieable
on account of the heavy construction and the costly false work that
would be required for such a long span.

6. The Colorado River is crossed between Topock, Arlz., and Needles,
Calif,, by a highway bridge with two short shore spans and a three-
hinged steel arched center span said to be BO2 feet long. However, at
this point the banks of the river are low and the bridge was erected
on false work supported by piles. This method would be impracticable
at the Lee Ferry site, and if a structure similar to the Topock bridge
were to be bullt there it would have to be supported by suspension
ciitbles during erectlon. In other words, a suspension bridge would
have to be built first and used as a temporary support on which to
build the steel arched bridge. The same method of construction would
have to be adopted for the horizontal steel trussed hridge.

T. From these considerations it appears that the only practicable
type of structure for this location is the suspension bridge. The
problem is similar to that of crossing the Little Colorado River at
Cameron, Ariz, This crossing is made by a suspension bridge with a
stiffening truss on each side of the roadway. This bridge is 660 feet
long and was bulit in 1911 by the Midland Bridge Co., of Kansas City,
Mo., under contract with the Bureau of Indian Affairs. The bridge
appears to be a satisfactory structure, except that it might better have
been built on a level instead of on a decided grade, and that better
bracing should bave been provided to resist the lifting effect of wind.
The plans for this bridge are undoubtedly on file in the Bureau of
Indian Affairs. As it was built over 10 years ago, it would probably
be too light for the heavy traffic now using the public highways. From
a short examination of it, I judge that it was probably designed to
carry a load of 10 tons. In preparing a detalled design for the Lees
Ferry bridge it would be well to provide for carrying a loaded truck
weighing 20 tons.

8. Cost—The cost of the Little Colorado River Bridge at Cameron
is reported to have been $85,000, This bridge is about 54 miles from
the railroad at Flagstaff, Ariz. The Lee Ferry Bridge site Is about
130 mlles from the same railroad point. The roads over which the
materin]l must be hauled are in large part mere tracks through the
desert, crossing many depressions with steep pltches at the sides,
undergoing some 4,000 feet of change in elevation, blocked at times in
winter by snow, and having scanty and infrequent sources of water
in the summer. The load that can be hauled by truck or team wil
be seriously limited by these conditions. Considering that the pro-
posed bridge will need to be heavier than the Little Colorado River
Bridge, that the haul is more than twice as long, and that prices of
materials and labor have risen glnce 1911, I am of the opinlon that a
gatisfactory bridge at the Lee Ferry site will cost about $200,000,

0. Plans.—It 1s my understanding that nothing more is desired
now in the way of plans than a map showing the location selected
and a sketch showing the general design, Captain Wright has a map
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on a larger gcaile than any T have, and the Jocation can best be shown
on that. I am Inclosing a sketch ghowing the general design that I
recommend,
Hrpprnr DRAKYNR,
Colonel, Corp of Engincers,

The proposed bridge will be located about 15 miles south of the
Ttah-Arizona. boundary line, and the site is described by E. C. La
IRlue, hydroulic engineer of the United Btates Geological Survey, as
follows :

“Automoblle and wagon travel between the Flagstafl region in
Arizonn and polnts In porthern Arizona and sonthern Utah passes
over the road which crosses Colorado River at Lee Ferry. Perhaps
00 per cent of this rond is good and the réemainder is passable. The
cost of bullding a first-class graded road would not be excessive.

“The bridge site Is located abont 8§ miles below Parla River and 4
mfles below the present crogsing at Lee Ferry., Twelve miles of the
present rosd would be eliminated by the construction of the bridge,
At the bridge site the walls are composed of Hmestone and sundstone,
almost vertieal from the river banks. The box canyon at this point
1s about 450 feet deep and between 000 and 700 feet wide at the top.
This site I8 easily accessible from the north and south.”

The following letter from the Director of the Natlonal Park Service
shows the Importance of this bridge from the standpoint of the
national parks;

NarrowaLl Parg Seavics,
Washington, December 8, 102}

My Deam Mnr, HATDEN: In refercnce to our conversation about a
bridge across the Colorado River at Lee Ferry, Ariz., 1 am glad to
give you my vlews as to the advantages of guch a project.

At the present time people from that portion of Arizona north of
the Colorado River, known as The Strip, and wvisitors to the Zion
National Park, in order to reach by a safe road the greater portlon of
Arizona, Including the major portion of ihe Grand Canyon National
Park, must make a long detour through Californla and Nevada, or a
etill longer detour through Colorado and New Mexlco. A road cross-
ing the Colorado at Lee Ferry seems to Le the only feamible route
counecting the strlp country and the rest of the State and wounld
shorten the present dlstaoce between the Grand Canyon and Zlon
National Parks to spproximately one-thivd the distance it is now neces-
sary to traverse in going from one to the other., When this road is
bullt 1t wlll be possible to go from the north rim of the Grand Canyon
to the south rim in a day.

For the past two years there have been over 100,000 visitors to tlie
Grand Canyon Park annoally, the travel for 1924 exceeding that for
10238 In spite of the restrictions against the hoof-and-mouth epidemie,
aod this trayel will continne to grow [rom year to year. When the
two rims are jolned by o good road and bridge a still further in-
crease will undoubtedly follow. It will be hard to find any road in
the United States that will offer to the travelers so many diversificd
scenle fentures, and these fenturcs shonld be made accessihle as soon
as possible,

Even more important, from the polnt of view of the State. Is tha
fact that residents of that section porth of the Colorade River will
have direct access to other parts of the Btate. The development of the
arcn north of the Colorado River should not and can not be delayed
much Jonger, and such a road would do more to develop that section
than any other one thing.

Not alone would residents of Arizgona be benefited by the oppor-
tunity to repch easily any portion of the State, but the ontire State
would benefit from the stream of tourist travel that now, after visiting
the wonderful Zlon and southern Utah country and the north rlm of
the Grand Canyon, turns back through Utah and on to California from
there. Last year 8,400 people visited Zion Park and nearly 4,000 went
to the north rim, and each year the numbers increase. 1f easy access
were afforded visitors to Zion and the north rim to cross over to the
south rim, most of them, instead of retracing thelr way, would con-
tinue on to sonthern Arizona on their way to the coast,

I believe that the importance of n connecting road between the strip
section of Arlzona and the remainder of the State can not be too
strongly empbasized. It would be a boon to the State of Arizona, as
well as to the traveling poblie. 1 know that from the standpolnt of
the national parks it is vitally Important,

Bincerely yours,
Breruex T. MaTnes, Dircotor.

Hon. Cinr HAYDEN,

House of Represontaiives,

Under date of December 13, 1924, J, R. Eakin, superintendent of the
Grand Canyon Natlonal Park, nlso writes :

* The constrpction of & modern highway to the north rim by way
of a bridge near Lee Ferry would open up an immense market for
Indian products, which is now practically denled thom, Undoubtedly,
a vast amount of thelr handiwork would be taken over this route and
stocked in varlous stores for sale to the tourist public. Of equal im-
portance would be the vast stream of auto tourlsis that would, in trav-
eling this road, pass four trading posts In order te reach the canyon,

and many autolsts would, of course, viglt the Rslnlow Bridge country
near which is the Betatakin roin, and thus come in contact with many
other frading posts, whers the principal articles of sale are Navajo
rugs and Jewelry, and Hopl baskets, pottery, ete,

“The eonstruction of such a road and bridge would greatly increase
the demand for products of the Navafo snd Hopl Reservatlons, and
while 1t would greatly increase teavel to thle conntry and thus aid
the genernl prosperity of the State, the Indians, I belleve, would be
bencfited morve than the whites'

Under the terms of the bLill it will be necessary for the Btate of
Arlzona to pay one-half of the cost of this bridge. The Governor of
Arizona In his message to the State leglslature on Junuary 12, 1925,
has recommended that snch an appropristion e made, It will aise he
neccssiary for the Btate te lnprove the approach road from Flagstaff
for a distance of about 180 mlles, over bnlf of which is within the
Nuvajo Rescrvation, The road north of the Colorado River to Fredonia
will also. reyolre Btate funds for its construction.

The bil, s amended, reads as follows :

“A bill authoriziug the coustruction of a brldge ncross the Colorado
River near Lee¢ Ferry, Ariz,

“Be it enacted, ete., That there is hereby nuthorized to be appro-
priated, out of any money In the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,
not to exceed the sum of $100,000, to be exponded under the directlon
of the Beeretary of the Interior, for the construction of & bridge and
approaches, thereto across the Colorndo River at a site about 6 miles
below Lee Ferry, Arlz, to be avallable until expended, and to bLe reim-
bursable to the Unlted States from any funde pow or hereafter placed
in the Treasury to the eredit of the Indians of the Navajo Indian
Reservation, to remain a charge and lien upon the funds of such In-
diang unill paid : Provided, That no part of the appropriantions herein
authorized shall be expended until the Secretary of the Interior ghall
have obtained from the proper authorities of the State of Arizona
satislactory guaranties of the pnyment by sald State of onc-half of the
cost of saild bridge, and that the proper authorities of said State
assume full responsibility for and will at all times maintain and
repair said bridge and approaches thercto.”

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr, President, the Secretary
did not read the first part of the report, whicli sliows that it
was made by the Senator from Arizona [Mr. Camerox]. I ask
the clerk to state by whom the report was made,

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

Bridge across the Colorado River near Lee Forry, Ariz.

Febroary 8 (ealendar day, February 14), 1923,

Mr, Camerox, from the Committee on Indian Afairs, subtmltted the
following report to accompany House bill 4114,

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr, President, I want to knov? about
this proposition. I want to get the faets. There are two Sen-
ators here from Avizona who ought to know the facts, and I
would like to hear from both of them before the vote is taken.
1 am saying this now mevely to give notice that at least the
request is made. I want to hear from both Senators,

Mr. WARREN. 1 will state to the Senator that probably
four Senators will be interested, as the matter concerns bridges
in two States, the States of New Mexico and Arizona.

Mr, ROBINSON of Arkansas. May I say fo the Senator from
Missouri that the senlor Senator from Arizona [Mr, Asuurst]
is 111 and unable to be present.

Mr, CAMERON, Mr. President, I do not care to take up the
morning hour if there is other business to be transacted. If I
ecan have permission at the end of the morning hour to make a
few remarks, that will be agreeable to me.

Mr. WADSWORTIL Are we now considering the morning
business?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning business is in order.

Alr. WADSWORTEL 'The conference report on the deficiency
appropriation bill will come before the Senate nutomatieally at
the conclusion of the morning business?

The VICE PRESIDENT. No: the aluminum report will be
in order nutomatically at 2 o’clock. The conference report will
have to be brought up on motion.

Mr, WADSWORTH, I merely desire to express the hope
that we can transact routine morning business before the
hoar of 2 o'clock is reached. [ do not feel like demunding
the regular order if the Senator from Arizona desires to
address the Senate, but I hope time encugh will be left for
the transaction of the morninz business.

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I have no interest in con-
tending any longer for the adoption of (he conference report,
nor have I any intention of consumiug the morning hour.
1 am perfectly willing that the mornine hour shall be used
for the transuetion of the wmorning husiness, There will be
enough time for the consideration of the conference report.

The Senators who referred yesterday so disparagingly to
the action of the House in asking us to approve this conference
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report were quite liberal In saying they did not care if the
bill never paseed unless it sbould be passed in the form they
wished it. One of them advised that I leave town for two or
three weeks before taking it np again!

One of those Senators was tremendously lberal; in fact,
I notice that one section of the Senate—about one-third—
is extremely liberal in these matters, so [ want to be liberal,
too. I am willing, if it is the proper Lhing to do, that the
morning business ghall now go on.

Mr. REED of Missourl. I understood the Senator to say
that the suggestlon has been made on tae floor that he leave
town for three weeks. Has the Sengwor any intention of
accepting that invitatlon?

Mr. WARREN. One of the distingulsl.ed speakers on yester-
day made a similar suggestion, and very strongly urged it, us
he usuoally urges all matters in which he is interested.

Mr. REED of Missourl. I was wondering whether the
Senator Intended to comply with the suggestion.

Mr. WARREN. I am frank to say that I shall hang around
for a few days, at least. [Langhter.]

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, during the debate yesterday
upon the conference report on the urgent deficiency appropria-
tion bill I made a statement which my good friend the Sena-
tor from Wyoming [Mr. Warsex], sitting at my right, con-
strued as an invitation to him to leave the city for, I think
he said, three months,

Mr. WARREN. I said three weeks.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, I could not remember mak-
ing any such statement, because nothing could be further from
my mind or thought. I have just looked up the REecomrp to
see what the Senator possibly could have had reference to, and
I find this—

If the House shall be unwilling to yield, If I were a Senate con-
feree, I would go about my business for the next two or three weeks.
In that event nobody would suffer very much, ;

Mr. WARREN. In other words, the Senator Is one of the
% three-weeks "’ men. I wish to note that as we go along.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, I did not have in mind in the
least that the Senator should leave the city or should not with
his usual vigor and ability attend to his duties as a Senator
here in the Senate. What I had in mind only was that if the
conference report should lie dormant for two or three weeks the
Senator might attend to his other manifold dutles as a Senator
without the public business being hurt and, in that event, no
one would suffer. 1 did not mean to infer that the country
would g#ot suffer by the Senator's absence—we all know how
much it would suffer—but that no one interested in the de-
ficlency appropriation bill would suffer very much—that is, the
beneficiaries of that bill—if they were delayed two or three
weeks in receiying their money. I wigh to take this occasion
to say that I have the very greatest respect and affection for
the Senator from Wyoming. There is no more valuable Mem-
ber of this body than s the Senator from Wyoming, and he
well knows my esteem and affection for him.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, I ask for the regular
order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The regular order is the presenta-
tion of petitions and memorials,

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Halti-
gan, one of its clerks, announced that the House had adopted a
conenrrent resolution (I Con. Res. 12) authorizing the print-
ing of 41,000 additional coples of the revenue act of 1926, in
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate,

FPETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

Mr. WILLIS presented resolutions adopted by the Kiwanls
Club, of Steubenville, Jefferson County, Ohio, favoring amend-
ment of existing freight rates on coal among the several coal-
producing States of West Virginla, Kentucky, Tennessee, Vir-
ginia, Pennsylvania, Ohio, and Illinois as being unjust, unfalr,
inequitable, and diseriminatory, which were referred to the
Committee on Interstate Commerce,

Mr. BINGHAM presented the petition of the New IHaven
(Conn.) Branch of the U. N. I. A., praying a senatorial in-
vestigation in the case of Marcus Garvey with a view to secur-
ing his release from prison, which was referred to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary.

e also presented resolutions adopted at a meeting in the
Bethel African Methodist Episcopal Church, at Stamford, Conn.,
protesting against the passage of the bill (8. 2160) prohiblting
the intermarriage of the Negro and Cancasian races in the
Distriet of Columbia and the residence In the District of Colum-
bia of members of those races so intermarrying outside the
boundaries of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,
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and providing penalties for the violation of this aet, which were
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary,

He also presented a resolution adopted at a méeting of the
Stamford (Conn.) Branch of the N. A, A. Q. P, protesting
agalnst the passage of the bill (8. 2160) prohibiting the inter-
marriage of the Negro and the Caucasian races in the District
of Columbia and the residence in the Distriet of Columbia of
members of those races so intermarrying outside the boundaries
of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, and pro-
viding penalties for the violation of this act, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary,

He also presented resolutions adopted by Leonard Wood
Camp, No. 1, Veteran Soldiers, Sallors, and Marines Associa-
tion, of Hartford, Conn,, favoring the passage of the so-called
Knutson bill, providing increased pensions to Spanish War
veterans, which were referred to the Commiitee on Pensions.

He also presented a resolution adopled by the Norwalk
(Conn.) Chapter, Daughters of the American Revolution, pro-
testing against the passnge of the so-called Wadsworth-Perl-
man bill, liberalizing the present immigration law, which was
referred to the Committee on Immigration.

He also presented resolutions adopted at the annnal meeting
of the Connecticut Forestry Association, protesting against
the passage of the bill (8. 2584) to promote the development,
protection, and utilization of grazing facilitles on public lands,
to stabllize the range stock-raising indusiry, and for other
purposes, which were referred to the Committee on Public
Lands and Surveys.

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Hartford
(Conn.) Traffic Association, protesting against the passage of
the so-called Gooding long and short haul bill as being detri-
mental to the industrial and commercial interests of New
England, which was ordered to lie on the table,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

Mr. WADSWORTI, from the Committee on Military Af-
falrs, to which was referred the bill (8. 2479) to declare a
portion of the battle field of Westport, in the State of Mis-
souri, a national military park, and to authorize the Secre-
tary of War to acquire title to same on behalf of the United
States, reporfted it with amendments and submitted a report
(No. 220) thereon.

He also, from the same committee, submitted a report (No.
224), accompanied by a bill (8. 8321) to Increase the efficiency
of the Alt Service of the United States Army, which was read
twice by its title and placed on the ealendar.

Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to
which was referred the bill (II. R, 3624) for the relief of
Hannah Parker, reported it without amendment and submitted
a report (No. 221) thereon.

Mr., WATSON, from the Commiitee on Interstate Commerce,
to which was referred the bill (8. 2306) to provide for the
prompt disposition of disputes between carriers and their
employees, and for other purposes, reported it with amend-
ments and submitted a report (No. 222) thereon.

Mr. DALE, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was
referred the bill (HL. RR. 7908) granting pensions and increase of
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors cf the Regular Army
and Navy, and so forth, and certain soldlers and sailors of
wars other than the Civil War, and to widows of such soldiers
and sallors, reported 1t with amendments and submitted a
report (No. 223) thereon.

Mr. CAMBERON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to
which was referred the bill (H. R, 7173) authorizing the
Secretary of the Interior to dispose of certain allotted land
in Boundary County, Idaho, and to purchase a compact tract
of land to allot in small tracts to the Kootenai Indians as
herein provided, and for other purposes, reported it withont
amendment and submitted a report (No. 225) thercon.

LOAN OF MILITARY EQUIPMENT TO UNITED CONFEDERATE VETERANS

Mr, WADSWORTH. I report back favorably from the
Committee on Military Affairs the joint resolution (8. J. Res.
59) anthorizing the Secretary of War to lend 3,000 cots,
3,000 bed sacks, and 6,000 blankets for the use of the en-
campment of the United Confederate Veterans, to be held at
Birmingham, Ala., in May, 1926. The Senator from Alabama
[Mr. HErniN] I8 Interested in this measure.

Mr. HEFLIN, I ask unanhmous consent for the present con-
sideration of the joint resolution.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there vbjectlon?

There being no objection, the Benate, as In Commitiee of
the Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution, which
was read, as follows:

Resolved, ¢to.,, That the Becretary of War be, and he Is hereby,
authorized to lend, at hls discretion, to the entertalnment committee
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of the United Confederate Veterans, whose enrampment {s to be held
at Birmingham, Ala., in the month of May, 1926, 3,000 cots, 3,000
bed sacks, and 6,000 blankets: Provided, That no expense shall
be caused the United States Government by the delivery and
return of sald property, the same to be dellvered at such time prior
to the holding of said encampment as may be agreed upon by the
Secretary of War and the chairman of said entertainment commitiee :
Provided further, That the Secretary of War, before delivering said
property, shall take from sald chairman of the entertainment com-
mittee a good and sufficient bond for the safe return of said property
in good order and condition, and the whole without expense to the
United States.

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, aua passed.

BILLS INTRODUCED

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimo
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: :

By Mr. BUTLER:

A bill (8. 3298) granting an increase of pension to William
8. Tolman (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. CAPPER: s

A bill (8. 3299) to regulate the practice of chiropractic; to
create a board of chiropractic examiners of the District of
Columbia, and to punish persons violating the provisions
thereof ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. NORBECK :

A bill (8. 3300) granting pensions and increase of pensions to
certain soldiers and sailors of the war with Spain, the Philip-
pine insurrection, or the China rellef expedition, to certain
widows, minor children, and helpless children of such soldiers
and sailors, and for other purposes: and

A bill (8. 8301) granting pensions and inerease of pensions to
certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil and Mexican Wars and
to certain widows, former widows, minor children, and helpless
children of said soldiers and sailors, and to widows of the War
of 1812; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. CUMMINS:

A bill (8. 3302) granting an increase of pension to Susan A.
Jones (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 3303) granting a pension to Alice Cornwall (with
accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 8304) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E.
Ball (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 3305) granting a pension to Mary Jane Judd (with
accompanying papers) ; :

A bill (8. 3306) granting an increase of pension to Mary
Wheeler (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 3307) granting an increase of pension to Emeline
White (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 3308) granting a pensjon to Mary J. Mozack ;

A bill (8. 3309) granting an increase of pension to Julia A,
Johnson (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 3310) granting an increase of pension to Fannie
Barnard (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 3311) granting an increase of pension to Lilley J.
Parmley (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 3312) granting a pension to Augusta Reese (with
accompanying papers) ; o

A bill (8. 8313) granting an increase of pension to Lucy E.
Heott (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 8314) granting an increase of pension to James W,
Hilis ;

A bill (8. 3315) granting an inerease of pension to Rhoda
Robinson (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8, 3316) granting an increase of pension to Martha A.
Darrah (with accompanying papers) ; and -

A bill (8. 3317) granting an increase of pension to Samuel H,
Hedrix (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. WILLIS:

A bill (8. 3318) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A,
Sparks (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. WHEHELER :

A bill (8. 3319) to extend the boundaries of the Absaroka
National Forest in the State of Montana, and for other pur-
poses; and

A bill (8. 3320) to Improve and extend the winter range
and winter feed facilities of the elk, antelope, and other game
animals of Yellowstone National Park and adjacent land, and
éor other purposes; to the Committee on Public Lands and

Urveys.
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By Mr. JOHNSON:

A bill (8. 3322) to provide for the advancement on the re-
tired list of the Army of M. M. Cloud: to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

A bill (8. 3323) for the relief of Richard W, Armstrong, alias
Richard R. Armstrong; to the Committee on Pensions.

A bill (8. 3324) for the relief of Harry McNeil;

A bill (8. 3325) for the relief of Milton 8. Merrill; and

A bill (8. 3326) to extend the provisions of the United States
employees’ compensation act of September 7, 1916, as amended,
to L. J. Turner; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. NEELY :

A bill (8. 8327) for the relief of Mrs. Gill I. Wilson; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. PHIPPS:

A bill (S. 3328) for the relief of L. W. Burford; to the
Committee on Public Lands and Surveys.

AMENDMENT TO INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL

Mr. STANFIELD submitted an amendment proposing to
increase the appropriation for prevention and fighting of forest
and other fires on the publie lands from $25,000 to $92,000, in-
tended to be proposed by him to House bill 6707, the Interior
Department appropriation bill, which was referred to the Com-
mitfee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

EMPLOYMENT OF AN ADDITIONAL PAGE

Mr. CURTIS submitted the following resolution (8. Res.
160), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Con-
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate:

Resolved, That the Bergeant at Arms hereby is authorized and
directed to employ an additional page for the remainder of the present
session of Congress, to be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate,
at the rate of $3.20 per day.

REPORT OF AMERICAN BATTLE MONUMENTS COMMISSION

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania submitted the following resolu-
tion (8. Res. 161), which was referred to the Committee on
Printing ;

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 1,800
coples of House Document No. 121, Sixty-ninth Congress, first gession,
entitled “Annual Report of the American Baitle Monuments Commis-
glon, fiscal year 1925.”

Mr. PEPPER, subsequently, from the Committes on Print-
ing, to which was referred the foregoing resolution, reported it
without amendment, and it was considered by unanimous con-
sent and agreed to,

COMMITTEE BERVICE
On motion of Mr. Warsonw, it was—

Ordered, That the junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. CovzExs] be
relieved from further service on the Committee on Interoceanic Canals;

That the junior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. PINE] be relleved from
further service on the Committee on Claims;

That the junlor Benator from Idaho [Mr. Goonixg] be relieved from
further service on the Committee on Territorles and Insular Pos-
gsessions ;

That the junior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Binomam] be relieved
from further service on the Committee on Immigration :

That the junior Benator from North Dakota [Mr. NYE] be appointed
to fill vacancies on the following committees: Interoceanie Canals,
Claims, Territories and Insular Possessions, and Immigration.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE

On motion of Mr. WARREN, the Committee on Appropriations
was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (8.
3287) relating to the purchase of quarantine stations from the
State of Texas, and it was referred fo the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds.

POSTAL RECEIPTS

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Chair lays before the Senate
a resolution coming over from a preceding day, which will be
read.

The resolution (8. Res. 156) submitted by Mr. HARRISON on
the 24th instant was read, as follows:

Resolved, That the Postmaster General is directed to furnish to the
Senate, at the earllest practicable date, a statement showing the postal
receipts, by classes, for the period from July 1, 1925, to December 31,
1925, both inclusive, as compared with such receipts for the correspond-
ing period of the year 1924, together with a statement containing such
observations as the Postmaster General may be in a position to make
relative to the effect on the volume of business and revenue received of
the postal rates now in foree,
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Mr. CURTIS. I have been requested by the Senator from
New Hampshire [Mr, Moses] to ask when the resolufion was
reached that it should go over without prejudice.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the resolution
will be passed over without prejudice.

POSTAL AIR MAIL SERVICE

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, several days ago the bill
(8. 776) to authorize and provide for the payment of the
amounts expended in the construction of hangars and mainte-
nance of fiying fields for the use of the air-mail service of the
Post Office Department was passed by the Senate, and by
unanimous consent was then recalled from the House and is
now on the table. I move that the votes by which the bill was
ordered to a third reading and passed may be reconsidered,
for the purpose of referring the bill back to the Committee on
Post Offices and Post Roads. I will say that the motion has
the approval of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr,
Moses], the chairman'of the Committee on Post Offices and
Post Roads,

Mr. SMOOT. Why not let the bill go to the calendar?
When it comes up we can then discuss it.

Mr. McKELLAR. The bill should go back to the Committee
on Post Offices and Post Roads, I will say to the Senator
from Utah. The Senator from New Hampshire was present
here just a moment ago and asked me to bring the matter up.
He seems to be temporarily out of the Chamber, but I think
the bill should go back to the committee; and if the Senator
from Utah will discuss the matter with the Senator from New
Hampshire, I am sure he will agree that the bill should go back
to the committee.

Mr. SMOOT. Of course, the Senator from New Hampshire
may agree to it. I have not any particular objection to such
action, only it is not in accordance with the general rule.
When by unanimous consent a bill has been recalled from the
House of Representatives it usually takes its place upon the
calendar.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I am informed that the subcom-
mittee, which had charge of the bill in question, never reported
it back to the full committee, and for that reason the bill
should go back to the committee. I hope, therefore, the Sen-
ator from Utah will not object to that course being taken.

Mr. SMOOT. I have no objection to that being done, but I
was merely calling attention to the fact that such a course,
under our established procedure here, is somewhat out of order.

Mr. McKELLAR. It was for the reason as stated to me by
the chairman of the committee, that the bill had not been re-
ported by the subcommittee to the full committee, that I asked
that it go back to the Committee on Post Offices and Post
Roads. For that reason I ask unanimous consent that that
course may be now taken.

Mr. SMOOT. I have no objection to that being done. I
simply wish to say to the Senator from Tennessee that, of
course, if there is no merit in the bill, no Senator would waut
to have it defeated more than I.

Mr. McKELLAR. The bill may be very meritoriouns, I will
say to the Senator from Utah, but I do not know, and I should
like to have an opportunity to look into it, which I never have
had.

Mr. SMOOT. I merely wish to assure the Senator that the
bill is meritorious or I never should have introduced it.

Mr. McKELLAR. I am quite sure of that.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the votes
whereby the bill was read the third time and passed will be
reconsidered, and the bill will be recommitted to the Com-
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads.

Mr. ODDIE, Mr. President, I merely desire to make an
observation relative to the bill which has just been recom-
mitted to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, A
gsimilar bill was passed by the Senate last year, and I under-
stand there has been no change in the situation surrounding
the matter since then.

Mr., McKELILAR. I shall be very glad to take the matter
up with the chairman of the Committee on Post Offices and
Post Roads at any time.

CLAIMS ARISING FROM THE SINKING OF THE * NORMAN"

Mr. McKELLLAR. I ask unanimous consent that the Com:
miitee on the Judiciary may be discharged from the further
cousideration of the Dbill (S. 2273) conferring jurisdiction
upon the Federal District Court of the Western Division of
the Western District of Tennessee to hear and determine claims
arising from the sinking of the vessel known as the Norman,
and that the bill be referred to the Committee on Claims. It
seems that there was some doubt as to which committee the
bill saculd be referred. The clerks at the desk thought it
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should go to the Committee on the Judiciary, and it seemed to

me proper also, but I understand that there is some difference

of opinion about it, and the chairmun of the Committee on the

Judiciary is willing that the bill shall be rereferred to the Com-

gﬂttee on Claims. I ask unanimous consent that that may be
one,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Committee
on the Judiciary will be discharged from the further considera-
Ei;)n{ of the bill and it will be referred to the Committee on

latms,

Mr. CURTIS. What was the request?

Mr. McKELLAR. That the Committee on the Judiciary
be discharged from the further consideration of the bill and
that it be referred to the Committee on Claims. I made the
request after consultation with the chairman of the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

MUSCLE BHOALS

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent
to have printed at this point in the Recomp an article on
Muscle Shoals appearing in the Birmingham Age-Herald of
February 19 and an editorial on the same subject from the
New York World of February 24. I ask unanimous consent
that the editorial may be read to the Senate. It is not long.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the request
will be granted. The editorfal will be read.

The Chief Clerk read the editorial, as follows:

[From the New York World, February 24, 1926]
GUSHING OVER AGAIN

Either to-day or to-morrow the Senate will be invited by the House
of Representatives to commit intellectual soicide and adopt House
Itesolution No. 4, House Resolution No. 4 has already been rushed
through the lower branch of Congress in a debate which lasted all
of 50 minutes, Now it is proposed that it be sandwiched in ahead
of the Italian debt settlement and be made the immediate business
of the Senate. The bill is an administration measure, It proposes
the latest and most fantastically preposterous of a long serles of solu-
tions for the problem of Muscle Shoals.

Let us look back a minute, It was in the first session of the
last Congress, on March 10, 1024, that the House of Representatives,
at that time victim of a “mash” on Henry Ford as heady and as
persistent as any shop girl's dreams of Rudolph Valentino, voted to
bestow Muscle Shoals on Henry Ford in return for love and kisses,
It did this in a measure known as H, R, 0§18, and surveyed its work
with pride. By and by, however, it Dbegan to be understood in
public that as & means of protecting public interest in a vast power
site H. R. 618 was a joke. It began to be understood that the Ford
bid was a bld of less than 6 cents on the dollar, a bld which
flagrantly violated every essential provision of the Federal power
act, and a bid whose interest terms were computed by the Norrls
committee in the Senate as equivalent to a cash gift to Mr. Ford of
£236,250,000, with the fond remembrances of a grateful public. The
Ford bid collapsed. H. R, 518 collapsed. It was laughed to pieces
in the publlc press and In the Senate. And now what happens?
Back comes H. R, 018 again, somewhat disguised, but chanpioned
this time by a sponsor mo less anthoritative than the chief adminis-
tration spokesman in the House of Represcntatives, the chairman of
the august Rules Committee, Mr. SNELL.

House Resolution No. 4 is now the officlal desigpnation of the
administration’s plans for Muscle Shoals, And House Resolution
No. 4 provides for a committee to conduct negotiations for a lease
of the Government's entire property at Muscle Shoals—upon what
terms? A 5O-year lease—

“ Upon terms which so far as possible shall provide benefits to
the Government and to agriculture equal to or greater than those set
forth in H, RBR. 518."

The thing is almost comic., Having had in H, R, 518 a bill which
protected the public interest in no degree whatever, it is now solemmly
proposed that the same recklessness with the disposition of public
property be achieved again—so far as possible. So far as possible
the committee authorized by Congress is to bargain for something
which is the equivalent of zero. Nor is that the last plece of
absurdity In this measure. For it must be remembered that in 1924
and 1925 the House had before 1t various versions of H. R. 518;
and now Mr. S¥ELL and the administration leaders are so far at
sea that they are unable even to say which of these various versions
the new measure specifies. It may be tne first, it may be the last, it
may be one in between. Mr, SNELL explains it this way: * We want,
as far as possible, to glve this [leasing] committee carte blanche,
* ® * We thought this would give some general direction without
being too specific.” We thought, in other words, that we would
write something nice and vague which somebody may possibly under-
stand but which we ourselyes can't explain to you, the final net result
of which is nothing whatsoever,
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This, we suggest, 1s no way to dispose of a property on which the
United Btates has spent $137,000,000 and a power site which is
strategic to the whole Boutheast.

Some Jatitude for a commission may be essential if it 18 to
“ negotiate” But the responsibility of Congress demands something
more than an snnouncement that Congress is ready to abdicate, Be-
fore it appolnts its commission Congress should set minimum terms
which actually do protect the public interest, instruct its negotiators
to take nothing less, and announce that it is ready to fall back upon
public operation of Muscle Shoals if no satisfactory offer is forth-
coming,

The Henate will do a good day’'s work if it so informs the House
and tears up House Resolution No. 4 as so much useless paper.

The article from the Birmingham Age-Herald of February

19, 1926, is as follows:

BtaTE AsKs RATE RigHT For BH0ALS—PUBLIC SEaVICE COMMISSION
8raxps FirM oN Ponicy—S8ENATORS NOTIFIED OF Bony's Drcision—
UriLities HoLps REGULATIONS ARE UKDER COMMONWEALTH—BILLS
IN CoNceESS RESULT IN NOTICE—FORMAL ACTION IS TAKEN TO
MEET SENATORIAL MEASURES

[Btate Capital Burean]

MoxTGOMERY, ALA., February 19.—Formal notlce was served by the
Alabama Public Service Commission in a Ietter to Senators Oscar W.
Uxpeewoop and J. THOMAs HEFLIN Friday afternoon that no act of
Congress can destroy the right of the State of Alabama to establish
rates and regulations for the power that will be generated at Muscle
Shoals. The commisgion declared that the State is the sovereign in
this matter, that the Federal Government can have no authority on
the Tennessee River except over navigation and that any rate for the
power generated at Muscle 8hoals, whether the Government or a private
corporation be the purchaser, must be approved by the public service
commission,

Every effort of the Federal Government to wrest from the State its
authority over Muscle Shoals power will be resisted by the public
service commission, according to the letter which was addressed tu tha
Senators by A. G. Patterson, president of the commission,

FORMAL NOTICE SENT

The formal communication resulted from the introduction in the
Benate of bills designed to give the Federal Government authority
over rates for the power. One of the bills was introduced by Senator
Norris, another by Senator SMITH, and another by Senator McEELLAR,
Each contains a clause which, the public service commission contends,
would take from the State the control of rates except for the faet that
no provision is made by the Federal Constitution for the control of
rates on power by the Federal Government.

“ The hydroelectric dam, which it is proposed that the Governmnent
ghall operate, is located wholly within the State of Alabama,” sald
Mr. Patterson’s letter. * The United Btates as sovereign exercise the
right to control and protect the navigation of the Tennessee River at
this point, but as an operator of a hydroelectric dam the United States
must abide by the laws of the Btate of Alabama, exactly as the Ala.
bama Power Co. or any other private operator distributing power in
Alabama."”

MOVE 1S STEP IN POLICY

The formal declaration is another step toward the development of
a water power policy for Alabama by the public service commission.
When the legislature was In session in 1923 the commission appealed
for leglslation establishing a policy. No action was taken except the
creation of & committee of the two houses, which was directed to con-
sider the subject. No action was ever taken by the committee after
its appointment.

Through the latest action of the commission, the water power palicy
has been defined in three Important matters:

That the public gervice commission will claim the right to regulate
rates for Muscle Bhoals, whether operated by the Government or a
private corporation.

That no power company operating in Alabama ecan construct its
transmission lines into another State,

That no power company will be permitted to construet a transmis-
sion line until it can convince the commission that the line is needed
for the marketing of electeical energy.

TEXT OF LETTER

Mr. Patterson’s letter follows in full :

“May we call your attention to certain provizions of bills which
have been introduced in the United States Senate for the purpose of
enabling the United States to engage in the operation of th& Govern-
ment properties at Muscle Shoals?

*“The provisions to which we refer are as follows:

* Norris bill (8. 2147) introduced January 5, 1926 (sec. 8, p. 9) :

“!The board shalli give preference in the sale of such power to
States, counties, municipalities, and districts, and if the sale of such
power is made to private individuals, corporations, or partnerships for
distribution or resale the board may, as one of the conditions of such
gale, provide In the contract therefor for the regulation of the priee
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at which any such individual, partnership, or corporation shall charge
the consumer in a resale of such power.’

“ 8mith bill (8. 2056) introduced February 1, 1926 (sec. 5 (a), p. 8,
line 15)

“‘Any excess power developed may be disposed of under such terms
and conditions as the commission may prescribe to any State or
political gubdivision thereof, or to any individual, partnership, assocla-
tion, or corporation.’

“McEellar bill (8. 3081) introduced February 10, 1026 (sec. 4 (a),
p. 3, line 12) :

“*Any excess power developed may be disposed of under such terms
and conditions as the commission may prescribe as hereinafter pro-
vided. '

“*(b) In the disposition of such excess power the commission may
give preference to the power requirements of States and political sub-
divisions of States, including municipalities, and thereafter dispose
of the remainder to farmers, manufacturers, and all other users or
distributers of current, whether individuals, partnerships, associations,
or corporations, in territory within economical transmission distance
from Muscle Shoals, equitably and without diserimination, and with-
out reference to State lines, and at rates fair and reasonable and as
low as practicable. The commission is authorized and directed to
make classifications and shall serve all customers in the same class at
like rates and under same conditions of service, and no locality or
section shall be favored over any other locality or section. Should
the commission sell a portion of such power to a public utility com-
pany for distribution, it shall have the power, and it is hereby directed,
to regulate by provisions in the contract the prices to be charged by
such utility company in the resale of such power to consumers.’

BTATE RIGHTS UPHELD

“The bydroelectrical dam which it iz proposed that the Government
shall operate is loeated wholly within the State of Alabama. The
United States as sovereign exercises the right to control and protect
the navigation of the Tennessee River at this point, but as an operator
of a hydroelectric dam the United States must abide by the laws of
the State of Alabama exactly as the Alabama Power Co. or any other
private operator distributing power in Alabama,

“When a Government corporation engages in the public-utility
business In our State, its rates and service antomatically come under
the jurisdiction of the Alabama Public Service Commission, and we
desire to motify the advocates of these measures In the Senate that
no provisicns soch as are lere attempted, having for their purpose
the regulation of rates or service, can be made effective without the
approval of the Alabama Public Service Commission. There can not
exlst two power sovereigns within the same State.

“ Where power is to cross a State line and is to be utilized in an
adjolning Btate this commission is authorized to recognize the right of
the utility commission in the adjoining State to an equal but not supe-
rior claim to jurisdiction in the rates and service affecting the power
in question. i

“As long as cur commission can agree with commisgions of ad-
joining States as to rates and service In power transmitted across
our State lnes, there can be no ground for interference by any Fed-
eral agency, either the Federal Power Commission or any other Fed-
eral authority,

WILL FIGHT FOR CONTROL _

“We beg to advise that the Alabama Public Service Commission
will in behalf of the State and its people resist and oppose all efforts
of the Federal Government to usurp or exercise powers reserved by
the State and not authorized by the Federal Constitution, where
such action relates to matters under the jurisdiction of thls commis-
slon. In this connection, we bring to your attention the following
statement which was included In our commission, dated Jume 5,
1925, to the President’s * Muscle Shoals inquiry,’ in which was trans-
mitted “certain data and information requested by that board.

“ We assume that your commission iz familiar with the rights of
the State of Alabama in and to the power produced at Wilson Dam,
and with the faet that no disposition of the electrieal emergy gener-
ated at Wilson Dam can be effectuated by the Federal Government or
any agency created by it unless and until the conseni of the Btate
thereto has been obtained, and the iaws of the State pertaining to
the sale and distribution of the electrical energy produced within
the State shall have been complied with.

“May we suggest that you bring these matters to the attention
of the Members of the Senate and urge such action in the premises
a8 you decm proper for the protection of the interests of the State
of Alabama and its people? ~

“ Yours very truly,
“ArapaMa Pusric Bervicr CoMMISSION,
“A, C. PATTERSON, President.”
BTATEMENT ISSUED

In connection with the letter the following statement was issued
by the commisslon:

“ In this connection it will be recalled by those who have folowed
closely the development of the electrie-power situation in the State
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that the Alabama Publie Service Commission has, as far as existing
laws would permlt, endeavored to guard the rights of the State and
to protect the intercst of the Btate and its people I such develop-
ment. This State contains greater potential electric power than any
State in the Union, having favorable and extensive resources for the
production of electricity by both water and coal. It is unfortunate
that a detinite policy was not adopted by the legislature providing
for the development of Alabama’s electric-power resources.

“This commisgion, in denying authority to the Alabama Power Co.
to construct hydroelectric power development on the Warrior River
at Lock 17, called attentlon to this situation and expressed the hope
that a water-power policy would be adopted by the legislature, then
goon to convene, Its opinion in this case, issued June 18, 1923, con-
talng the following statement:

“*The commisgion has been advised by the governor and by members
of the State senate and house of representatives that the legislature,
when it convenes next month, will have before it for its conslderation
and disposition the question of fixing for the State a definite, com-
prehensive water-power polley.”

CITES FORMER ACTION

“At a later date this commission addressed a letter to the governor,
agaln calling his attention to the importance of recommending to the
legislature the establishment of a water-power policy. The commis-
glon likewise addressed a communication to the members of the iegis-
lature, urging that such legislation be enacted as would constitute a
water-power policy and a guide to this commission in its official action
relating to the development of the State’s power resources.

“It s a matter of record that resolutions were adopted by the
legislature providing a committee to draft legislation designed to
constitute a water-power policy. No report was ever made by this
committee and as a consequence no further consideration of this
matter was given by the legislature.

“ This eommission, in the absence of guiding legislation, has under-
taken: to Impose such conditions in every authorization for develop-
ment as in its judgment it wounld be authorized to Impose for pro-
tection of the Interests of the Btate and its people.

RIGHT XOT DENIED

“ The Federal Government has never denled the right of the State
to exercise authorlty over hydroelectric power developments, and the
Federal water power act, adopted by Congress after 10 years' con-
glderation and debate, clearly recognizes the right and authority of
the State in such matters. This act provides that where States have,
or afterwards set up, agencies providing regulation as to rates,
charges, and service, that no attempt shall be made by the Federal
Tower Commission to exercise aunthority over these matters.

“The subject has been a matter of grave conslderation by other
States, The Governor of New York State has vigorously contended
that the power resources of a State are owned by the State and sub-
jeet to its exclusive control, Litigation to establlsh this right is now
pending, and it is being closely followed by those iunterested in this
fmportant matter,

“The State of Maine passed a law prohibiting the production of
electric energy for transmission ontside the State.

“ Governor Pinchot of Pennsylvania has sought to have established
in his State a definite water-power policy.

“7The tendency toward centralization of power in Washington and
the establishment of bureaucratic government is becoming a danger-
ouns menace to State rights and threatens to undermine and overthrow
the fundamental principle of our dual form of government.

“ 1t is now proposed in the legislation referred to In our letter to
the Senators that a Federal commission shall regulate the rates to be
charged the public for Muscle Shoals power by purchasers from it
when they make distribution locally. To be effective, when this power
{8 mixed with other power, the rates to be fixed must apply ta all.
The power of the State commission over the rates of power com-
panies purchasing from Muscle 8Shoals would be wholly destroyed.
The passage of either of the bills referred to, with the provisions
quoted, would be a most serious blow at State rights, and it is
nstonishing to find this legislatiom proposed by southern Democrats.

“This commission is sending copies of its letter to Senators, to
each Member of Congress, and to the several State commlissions, in
the hope that they will recognize the injustice and impossibillty of
guch legislation and prevent its enactment.”

MUSCLE BHOALS

Mr. HEFLIN, Mr. President, the editorial just read from
the New York World is like some of the testimony that has
come before the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry from
the power interests opposed to the early disposition of Dam
No. 2 at Muscle Shoals, A rather amusing thing in connection
with the edltorial is that it attacks the Ford offer, which
my friend from Tennessee 8o ably and sc eloguently supported
here for months and months. I can hardly understand this
move upon the part of my brilliant friend from Tennessee.
He used to advocate the Ford offer and hold it up as the
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most promising that was made aad one that he thought was
the very best that could be made or would be made, and yet
now he is having read to the Senate an editorial that attacks
the offer which he upon a former occasion lauded so elo-
quently in fhe Senate.

Mr. McKELLAR. If the Senator will permit me, I will
say, in the first place, this is a very different proposal from
the Ford offer. Even if.it were not, the offer is now made
in the interest of the power and fertilizer monopolies of the
country, and I am not for either the power monopoly or
the fertilizer monopoly, and therefore I am not in favor
of the resolution. I think the sunggestion of the World that
it ought to be torn up as scrap paper should e carried out
by the Senate.

Mr. HEFLIN. The power monopoly fs back of the. oppo-
sition to the resolution. The views of the power monopoly
are echoed in the World editorial. I kncw this subject some-
what. I have been working with it and on it for quite a
while; and when I hear a statement »ead which sounds so
much like the statements made before the Committee on
Agriculture and Forestry, I ean not reirain from associating
those interests together. Here is the New York World, 1,200
miles from Muscle Shoals, underiaking to tell the Congress
what to do with Dam No. 2 when the President has recom-
mended this course and the House has passed the resolution
by a majority of 9 to 1, and the Senate Committee on Agri-
culture and Forestry has reported the resolution favorably
by a vote of 11 to 5. It is necessary to dispose of Muscle
Shoals at this session of Congress. The dam has been finished
and the water power is ready for use.

v hatthey shall be reported
back to Congress by the 1st of April.

The Ford bill provided for a lease of 100 years, and my
friend from Tennessee said that this is quite a different proposi-
tion from the Ford offer. If is. It provides for a lease of only
50 years to a private concern, the property to be operated by
private individuals and paid for by them to the Government.
My friend supported the Ford offer that provided for a lease
of 100 years. He was in favor of Mr. Ford deing what he
pleased with the power, and so were others who supported the
Ford offer. No restrictions were to be placed about him. No
restraint was thrown around him. No suggestion of that kind
came from those who wanted to dispose of it to Mr. Ford. I
can not quite understand such a complete change on the part of
some Senators,

But in connection with this World editorial the Senator from
Tennessee has had printed in the Recorp an article from the
Birmingham Age-Herald purporting to come from the chairman
of the Alabama Public Utilities Commission, in which he said
gomething about the Alabama Power Commission controlling
the rates on electricity produced at Muscle Shoals, I submit
that the Muscle Shoals Dam is entirely within the State of
Alabama. It is not partly in one State and partly in another,
which situation might make it an interstate proposition.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr, HEFLIN. I yield.

Mr. McKELLAR. Then, as I understand the Senator from
Alabama, he indorses the statement purporting to come from
the commission as it appeared in the Birmingham Age-Herald
of the 19th instant, that no transmission line will be allowed to
carry power outside of the State of Alabama, even though the
United States Government has built the plant at an expense of

1 with the money of all the people, that the power
that is generated there can not be removed beyond the limits ol
the State of Alabama. Does the Senator subscribe to the doc-
trine which is set forth in the article as coming from the Ala-
bama Public Utilities Commission? If the Senator means to
indorse that statement of his publie utility commission, I think
the Senate should know it.

Mr. HEFLIN. That is not my position. I do not think th:
chairman of our public utilities commission made the statement
exactly as it appeared in public print. I think there is a mis-
understanding about it.

Mr. McKELLAR. I do not know abount that, I have given
it to the Senate as it appeared in the publi¢ press.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, the Senator from Tennessec
[Mr. McKELLAR] was suggesting that the power commission
in my State desires to regulate the rates for electricity pro-
duced in the State. I hold In my hand a resolution which was
passed by the Chamber of Commerce of Knoxville, Tenn. This
chamber is associated with the Chamber of Commerce of Harri-
man, Tenn. In their resolution the Knoxville Chamber of Com-
merce uses this language in part:

Be it resolved, etc., That the development of the power possibilitics
of the navigable rivers of Tennessee should be made by private capital
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under the provislomz of the Federal water power act, and that the
power therefrom should be distributed under regnlation of the laws of
Tennessee.

In the letter that I received from the chairman of the power
commission in my State he suggested that the commission
ought to have power over the rates in the State up to the State
line. He also snggested that when the power crossed the State
line the commission within the adjoining State should agree
with the commission within the State of origin, and that if
those two commissions could not agree, then, and not until

then, should the Federal Government interfere. I think that is-

sound. I do not think anybody can find fault with that.

1 wish to make a further observation at this point and then
I am thrvough. The New York World, undertaking to advise
the Senate to tear up House Resolution No. 4, is busying itself
sbout a dam that produces only 80,000 primary horsepower,
that is Dam No. 2 at Muscle Shoals. One would think from
reading the editorial that that dam would produce 500,000 pri-
mary horsepower or a million primary horsepower. Mr. Presi-
dent, not a great distance from there, on Little River, in the
State of my good friend the Senator from Tennessee [Mr, Mc-
Kerrar], they are already producing 100,000 horsepower. The
State commission of Tennessee controls the rates entirely;
those rates are beyond the reach of the Federal Government;
and I have seen nobody undertaking to put the regulation of
those rates under the control of the Federal Government.

Private individnals in Teunessee are now muking provision
on Little River to produce 350,000 more horsepower, making in
all 450,000 horsepower. The New York World has not opened
its mounth about that, but it takes the time to write an editorial
concerning 80,000 primary horsepower at Dam No. 2 at Muscle
Shoals. I do not want to take up any more time in the morning
hour, but I will have more to say on this subject next week
when the resolution comes before the Senate.

Mr. McCKELLAR. Mr. President, I should like to make just
one observation. The power of which my distinguished friend
from Alabama speaks as being generited in Tennessee has not
been generated by the Federal Government ount of the people’s
money, and that makes a very great difference in the sitnation.

Mr. HEFLIN. But the Federal Government, if the Senator
will permit me, is nndertaking fo lease power that it has pro-
dneeid——

Mr. McKELLAR. It has not undertaken to do so as yet.

Mr. HEFLIN. And it is undertaking to get money for it by
leasing it to private individuals, If private individuals bid for
it and take it, they ought to have some right to say to some
extent what they are going to do with it. The Government can
not hold it and have it and lease it at the same time.

Mr. McKELLAR. We will reach that question later.

FARMERS' COOPERATIVE NEWS SERVICE

AMr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, 1 ask unanimous con-
gent to have printed in the Recorn a bulletin entitled * Coopera-
tive News BService,” issued by the All-American Cooperative
Association under date of February 15, 1926.

There heing no objection, the bulletin was ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

CLEVELAXD, OH10, February 15, 1924,
EMPIRE STATE FARMERS GOOD COOPERATORS

That farmers in New York State know how to cooperate is proved
by figures just released by the department of farms and markets,
RBuginess exceeding $92,000,000 was reported for cooperatives in return
for the 1924 ecrop. Of 1,384 cooperatives Incorporated In 1917,

056 are to-day actively engaged in business. In other words, a
higher percentage of cooperatives have stayed on the map in the last
10 years than private businesses.

Perhaps the largest milk cooperative in existenee is the Dairymen’s
League Cooperative Association, with 65,000 farmer members In gix
States. Last year the league operated 150 milk plants. Wool grow-
ers, maple-sirup prodncers, orchard men, beekeepers, and other lines
of farm endeavor are represented also by thriving cooperative marketing
associations,

—_—
14,000 GET HEALTH VIA COOPERATION

Tuberculosis, broken arches, neuritis, burns, and a hundred other
scourges of human kind are bringing thousands of New York garment
workers to their union cooperative health center. To be exact, 8,209

cases were treated last year, Expert examining physiclans and sur-

geong, X-ray machines, baking and massaging appllanees, and other
aids to better health all await the union member at a price which rep-
resents bare cost of maintenance. Apother department of the bealth
service, the dental clinic, treated 4,611 patients,
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ORGAXIZES UXNION INVESTMEXT FIRM

President Brandle, of the New Jersey Building Trades Council, is
organizing a union-labor investment corporation, with capitalization at
$5,000,000. Its object is to “ finance all matters pertaining to the wel-
fare and advancement of labor unioms and their members throughout
the State.”

Danish farmers buy one-third of their stock feed through cooperatives
and market one-half of their produce by the same meth6d.

XO FAILURE AMONG COOPERATIVES

Failure has been the bogey shaken at the American cooperative move-
ment for a generation. That private businesses {ail or pass out of
existence in greater numbers than cooperatives Is, of course, ignored
by the chronic pessimizt. Nor does it trouble him thbat he uses the
word “ cooperative”™ to apply to every nondescript sort of an enter-
prise which may wigh to use that magic word. Careful investigation
of American cooperatives by impartial governmental agencies have dis-
proved that claim, and now comes the secretary of agriculture in
South Afriea to add his testimony., Hundreds of private businesses
failed in the Umion in the past year, he reports, but not one coopera-
tive wemt under. Two hundred and forty-three societies have enrolled
44,000 members, representing nearly hall of the farmers of South
Africa, as well a8 many consumers. Marketing of corn and general
farm products constitute the bulk of cooperative activity, but wool,
cotton, froit are well represented in the roster,

The finest service of the movement down by the Cape of Good Ilope
has been to furnish cattle, sheep, implements, and seed to struggling
farmers in districts where, by reason of locusts or drought, distress is
great. Thousauvds of South Africans, who would otherwise have suc-
cumbed in the fight with a hard soil, have been enabled to stick to the
land and rear a civilization in the wilderness.

SEE UTOPIA IN COOPERATIVE COLONIES )
With the slogan * To-day's Utopia is To-morrow’s Reality ™ a group
of New York cooperators have established the Associztion for Commu-
nity Cooperation to foster the growth of cooperative communities or
colonies. The association discounts politics and violence as a means of
ushering in a new civillzation, appealing fo soe¢ial-minded persons to
show the practicability of cooperative principles as applied in colony
life. The association’s address is 49 East Eighth Street, New York
City.

COMMISSION COMPILES CO-OP REVIEW

The Federal Trade Commission, Washington, D. C., is conducting an
inquiry into productive and consumers’ cooperative socleties, in pursu-
ance with the request of the Senate. To this end it is circulating a
questlonnaire among cooperative societies to aid In the preparation of an
authoritative review of American cooperation. Societies which have
not yet received the questlonnaire are requested by Millard F. Hudson,
chief examiner of the Federal Trade Commission, to address him for
copies.

MIGHTY ARMY OF FARM CO-OPS

Minnesota takes the banner for 1925 as the premier farm cooperative
State, with a record of 1,383 societies listed by the Department of Agri-
culture. lowa, Wisconsin, and Illinois follow in the order named. The
department lists 10,803 “ farmers’ business organizations of all kinds,
types, and sizes,” most of which are cooperative marketing assoelations.
A third are engaged in grain marketing and 2,200 in handling dairy
products,

ONE HUNDRED CONSUMERS’ COOPERATIVES IN MINNESOTA

The Northern Btates Cooperator, the interesting little bimonthly of
the Northern States Cooperatlve League, has compiled a list of 98
Minnesota consumers’ stores. Thirteen thousand five hundred families
are listed as stockholders, with 400 employees, and a turnover of
$0,200,000 for 1925, Twenty stores were afliliated with the league
and 18 with the Cooperative Central Exchange, the wholesale society,
Societies averaged 150 members and 4 employees, with average yearly
sales of $67,000, A majority of the stores have been In existence 10
years or longer.

CREDIT CNION GOES OVER BIG

The Headgear Workers Credit Union is owned and controlled by
859 members of the Cloth Hat, Cap, and Millinery Workers' Union,
of New York City. Its capital of $£125,000 was raised in 18 months,

PROHIBITION ENFORCEMENT

Mr. BLEABE. Mr. President, some time ago down in my
State United States officers went to a man's houseboat while
he was asleep to search for liquor. He was suddenly awakened,
got out of his bed to defend his home, his castle, and was <hot




4606

to death by those officers. The United States judge, a Republi-
can, by the way, and a mighty good fellow, made the mistake
of directing a verdict of not guilty in favor of those white
officers and turned them loose in that community without even
a reprimand,

Sometime ago while a negro in Marlboro County, 8. C,, was
asleep In his home some white officers of the county, armed
with what they called a search warrant, went to his house to
search for whisky. They broke in; they woke him up, and he
killed one of those white officers in that house, although the
officer was armed with a search warrant. That negro was
tried and convicted and sentenced to the penitentiary for life.
The Supreme Court of the State of South Carolina reversed that
verdict and sald that he had a right to defend his castle and
the officers had no right to be there searching for liquor at that
time under the circumstances. Just two or three days ago the
case was called for retrial at Bennettsville, 8. C., and a cirenit
judge, a white man and a Democrat, instructed the jury to
render a verdict of not gullty and turned that negro loose.

I want to have two articles relating to that case printed in
the Recorp for future reference and to show to some people
that the negro does get justice In the Democratic courts of
South Carolina, whether some white people get it in the Re-
publican courts of South Carolina or not.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the articles
will be printed in the REcorp.

The articles referred to are as follows:

[From the State, of Columbia, 8. C,, February 24, 1926]

MARLBORO NEGRO FHEED IN DEATH—SLEW OFFICER SEARCHING HIS
HOUSE—RULING OF COURT—SUPREME TRIBUNAL HELD WARRANT IN-
VALID, AND JUDGE TOWNSEND DIRECTS VERDICT

(Bpecial to the State)

BENNETTSVILLE, February 23.—Tom Dupre, negro, who shot and killed
Rural Policeman B, P, Hatcher on the morning of May 17, 1924, was
late this afternoon glven his liberty under a verdict directed by Judge
W. H. Townsend, presiding at the court of general sessions here this
week.

Dupre had been in jail here slnce May, 1024, having been taken into
custody about a week after the shooting occurred, He was tried at the
summer term, 1924, the jury returning a verdict of guilty with recom-
mendation to mercy. Judge E. C. Dennis, presiding, sentenced him to
life imprisonment. An appeal was taken, and the supreme court
recently bheld that the search warrant under which the officers were
attempting to make a search of Dupre's house for liguor when Mr.
Hatcher was shot was not legally executed, was a nullity, and the
officers had no authority to force an entrance into the house,

The case was sent back to Marlboro County and the second trial
began this morning. When the State’s evidence wag in, shortly before
the recess for lunch, counsel for the defense moved for a directed ver-
dict on the ground that the officers were acting without proper author-
ity, forcing the door of the negro's home to make an entrance at an
early hour in the morning, with the avowed determination of making a
search of the premises, The motion was argued in the absence of the
jury until 4.30 o'clock this afternoon.

In his decision Judge Townsend cited the constitutional provision of
the State and the United States that all citizens and their property
should be secure from unreasonable search and arrest.

* The law requires,” he continued, * search warrants must be sworn
out under certain conditions by a person who knows the cireumstances,
and any attempt of officers to enter and search a home must be based
on a valid warrant.

“ Mr. Daugherty, one of the officers, stated that he went to the house
with the intention of making a search, not to make an arrest. He had
no right to force the door open, nor to order Dupre to drop his gun,
and after Dupre had fired the first shot, grazing Mr. Daugherty's shoul-
der, and Policeman Hatcher ran up from around the house to take
Daugherty's part, he pot himself in the same position as Mr. Daugh-
erty in attempting to enter a house without a legal search warrant.

“1t is regrettable that due to the magistrate not making out a
proper search warrant an officer has been killed and this man has been
held in prison for two years.”

[From the News and Courier, of Charleston, 8. C., Febrnary 24, 1926]
FREES NEGRO IN HATCHER KILLING—JUDGE DIRECTS YVERDICT AT BEN-
NETTSVILLE TRIAL—HOLDS WARRANT ILLEGAL—RURAL POLICEMAN WAS
KILLED WHILE ATTEMPIING TO SEARCH HOUSE IN 1824
BENNETTSVILLE, February 23.—Tom Dupre, negre, who, it is alleged,
ghot and killed Rural DPoliceman B. P. Hatcher on the morning of
May 17, 1924, was late thils afternoon given his liberty under a ver-
diet directed by Judge W. H. Townsend, presiding at the court of
general seasions here this week.
Dupre had been In jail here since May, 1924, having been taken
foto custody about a week after the shooting occurred. He was tried
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at the summer term. 1924, the jury returning a verdict of guilty, with
recommendation to mercy. Judge E. C. Dennis, presiding, sentenced
him to life imprisonment. An appeal was taken and the supreme
court recently held that the search warrant under which the officers
weré attempting to make a search of Dupre's house for liquor when
Mr. Hatcher was shot was not legally executed, was a nullity, and
the officers had no authority to force an entrance into the house. The
case was sent back to Marlboro County for retrial,

The second trial of the case was begun this morning. When the
State's evidence was in shortly before the recess for lunch, counsel
for the defense moved for a directed verdict, on the ground that the
officers were acting without proper authority, forcing the door of
the negro's home to make an entrance at an early hour in the morning,
with an avowed determination to make a search of the premises.

The motion was argued in the absence of the jury until 4.30 o'clock
this afternoon.

In his decision Judge Townsend cited the constitutional provision
of both the State and the United States, that all citizens and their
property should be secure from unreasonable search and arrest. The
law requires, he continued, that search warrants must be- sworn
out under certain conditions by a person who knows the circumstances,
and any attempt of officers to enter and search a home must be based
on a valid warrant,

PRINTING OF TAX REDUCTION ACT

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives, which
was read,

House Concurrent Resolution 12

Eegolved by the House of Representatives (the Senmate concurring),
That there be printed 41,000 additional copies of the revenue act of
19286, of which 13,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate document
room, 25,000 copies for the use of the House document room, 1,000
copies for the use of the Committee on Finance of the Senate, and
2,000 copies for the use of the Committee on Ways and Means of the
House of Representatives,

Mr. MOSES. I ask for the immediate consideration of the
concurrent resolution.

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous con-
sent and agreed to.

ACQUISITION OF LANDS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

Mr, PHIPPS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for
the present consideration of House bill 4785, which was passed
by the Senate about a week ago and recalled from the House,
It has to do with the development of Rock Creek Iark. It
was the intention when asking that it be recalled from the
House to have it take its place on the calendar for reconsid-
eration. I ask that the bill may be read, so that Senators
may understand just what it comprises.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I shonld like to inquire of
the Senator whether it is likely to give rise to any protracted
debate?

Mr, PHIPPS. I think not. If it shall do so, I will ecer-
tainly ask that its consideration go over until a later time.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, who requested that the bill
be recalled from the House?

Mr. PHIPPS. I requested its recall, because I had an
amendment pending which was not considered at the time the
bill was acted upon during the call of the calendar.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be stated by title.

The CHier CrLerx. Order of Business 154, House bill 4785,
an act to enable the Rock Creek and Potomac Parkway Com-
mission to complete the acquisition of the land authorized to
be acquired by the public buildings appropriation act, ap-
proved March 4, 1918, for the connecting parkway between
Rock Creek Park, the Zoological Park, and Potomac Park.

The bill was consldered and passed on February 17, 1926.

On February 18, 1926, the Senator from Colorado [Mr.
Prirps] entered a motion requesting the House of Repre-
sentatives te return the bill, and at the same time entered
a motion o reconsider the vote on the passage of the Dbill.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado moves
fo reconsider the vote on the passage of the bill. Without
objection, the vote will be reconsidered ; and, without objection,
the vote whereby it was ordered to be read the third time will
also be recousidered,

Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President, I send to the desk the amend-
ment which I had filed prior to the consideration of the bill.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated,

The CHier CLErg. On page 1, beginning on line 9, it is pro-
posed to strike out the following:

There Is hereby autborized to be appropriated, out of the surplus
revenues of the District of Columbia made available by Public Law 358,
Sixty-eighth Congress, approved February 2, 1925, in addition to the
sum authorized by said act of March 4, 1913, the sum of $600,000—
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And to ingert in lien thereof the following:

There is hereby aunthorized to be appropriated, in addition to the
sum authorized by said act of March 4, 1913, the sum of $600,000,
60 per cent of which shall be paid from the surplus revenues of the
District of Columbia made available by Public Law 858, Bixty-elghth
Congress, approved February 2, 1925, and 40 per cent from the Treas-
ury of the United States,

Mr. OVERMAN., Mr. President, we ought to know some-
thing about this bill before we authorize the appropriation of
all this money. I think we ought to know what the bill is for
and all about it.

Mr, PHIPPS,
tion.

The property in question lies between the present limits of
the Rock Creek Park and the Potomac Park in the valley. Its
acquisition for permanent park purposes is no doubt desirable;
but my contention is that this is essentially a Federal rather
than a local or District park.

As to the payment for the property, may I say that the
surplus out of which it was proposed and ordered by the House
that the appropriation should be paid was accumulated be-
tween the years 1916 and 1922, Going back just a moment,
up to the year 1902 the District of Columbia had always had a
credit balance at the end of the year. Then began a period of
expansion and development. Expensive public buildings were
erected and other work done beyond the means of the Distriet
with the limited tax which the commissioners were allowed fo
collect at that time, which was a rate of $1.50 on two-thirds
property valuation. The District, therefore, ran into debt fo
the extent of over $6,000,000, which was ordered repaid to the
Federal Treasury, and was repaid with interest at the rate of
2 per cent per annum. At the end of the year 1916 the Dis-
trict had succeeded in repaying those advances. Then the
tax rate was advanced and the property valuation was put
on a higher scale; and in 1920, if my memory serves me, we
went upon a full-valuation scale. That resulfed in the ac-
cumulation at the end of the year 1923, from 1916 to 1923,
of, in round figures, five and a quarter million dollars, as found
by the experts of the Treasury and the Comptroller General;
and it was admitted and ordered by the Congress that that
money belonged to the District and would be available for the
purpose of erecting school buildings and public buildings and
ostablishing parks.

Out of that surplus the appropriation bills of the current
year carry about $2,600,000, to be paid entirely out of the
surplus, for the building of schools, without being matched by
Federal contribution. The $600,000 proposed in this bill the
House ordered should be paid out of this surplus; and at the
same time bills pending in the House carry something over
£2,000,000 for public-school buildings, which would completely
exhaunst this fund and leave nothing in the surplus whereby
the Distriet can acquive other desirable park properties. The
District, throngh its representatives, has at various times
advocated the acquisition of the Patterson traet, in one part of
the city where they have no park, the, easterly side, and also
properties farther np Rock Creek which have never been
appropriated for or aunthorized. :

My contention is that this surplus having been accumulated
when a proportionate basis was in use—really, during the time
when the 50-50 proportion was in mse—the Federal Govern-
ment should at least contribute one-half for the acquisition of
this additional park property; but in my amendment, to avoid
discussion and to try to meet the matter in a fair way and in a
spirit of compromise, I have suggested that it be upon the
40-60 basis.

I have here newspaper comments on the matter. I do not
like to take up the time of the Senate in reading them; but I
will say that the attitnde of Congress in proposing that this
entire amount be paid out of the District surplus is certainly
most objectionable to the citizens, and appears to be unfair;
and I think my amendment should be agreed to.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, the Senator is not asking for
the consideration of the measure at this time, is he? -

Mr, PHIPPS. I am.

Mr. CURTIS. The chairman of the committee is absent,
and I think he ought to be here when the bill is considered.
I think the matter ought to go to the calendar, so that it ecan
be taken up when both sides can be here. If not, we will have
the same condition that arose before, as a result of which
the motion to reconsider was made.

I ask that the bill go to the calendar, and it may be taken
up in the regular order.

Mr. PHIPPS. I have no objection, if the Senator desires

I shall be pleased to make a short explana-

that course to be pursued.
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Without objection, the bill will be
The calendar under Rule VIII is in

The VICE PRESIDENT.
placed on the calendar.
order,

ALUMINUM CO. OF AMERICA

Mr. WALSH. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished
business may be laid before the Senate,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

There being no objection, the Senate resumed the considera-
tion of the report (No. 177) of the Committee on the Judiciary,
submitted by Mr. WarLsa on February 15, 1926, in the matter
of the Aluminum Co. of America.

Mr. WALSH obtained the floor.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, if the Senator will yield, I
should like to suggest the absence of a gquorum.

Mr. WALSH, 1 yield.

Mr. CURTIS. I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sena-
tors answered to their names:

Bingham Frazier Meams Sheppard
Blease George . Metealf Shortridge
Borah Goff Moses Bimmons
Bratton Gooding Neely Smith
Brookhart Hale Norbeck Bmoot
Broussard Harreld Nye Btanfield
Bruce Harris Oddie Stephens
Butler Heflin Overman Bwanson
Cameron Johnson Pepper Tyson
Capper Jones, Wasgh, Phipps adsworth
Couzens Kendrick Pine Walsh
Cummins Keyes. ttman Warren
Curtis La Follette Ransdell Wheeler
Dale Lenroot eed, Mo. Williams
Dil McKellar Reed, Pa. Willis
Ernst cLean Robinson, Ark.

Fess MeNa Robinson, Ind.

Fletcher Mayfield Backett

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Opbpig in the chair).
Sixty-nine Senators having answered to their names, a quorum
is present,

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, it is a matter of regret to me
that we were not able to reach this order of business a little
earlier in the day. The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Hag-
RELD], who prepared one of the minority reports, was very
desirous of elaborating his views, but he is obliged to leave the
city on a train departing at 2 o’clock this afternoon, and we are
accordingly denied the opportunity of hearing him.

I shall hurry along in my review of the defense made for the
Department of Justice and the Aluminum Co. of America in the
h];)pedthat a vote may be reached on the report before us during
the day.

I shall spend no further time in comment on the aawdling
methods of the Department of Justice in prosecuting its per-
fectly needless investigation while the statute of limitations
was running against the offenses of the company which have
been made public.

No serions attempt has been made at either excuse or de-
fense of its procrastination, either in the matter of its delay
of four months before it ever did anything in connection with
the report presented by the Federal Trade Commission; or in
connection with Dunn’s spending in the neighborhood of one-
half of the six months which he devoted to the so-called field
investigation conducted by him in the eity of Washington, nor
in respect to the three months that elapsed after his report was
submitted before anything else was done.

That investigation stands impeached by the dilatory methods
by which it was pursued. It stands impeached by the methods
that were followed in carrying on the investigation. It stands
impeached by the lack of qualification of the investigator who
conducted it. Moreover, it stands impeached by the character
of the report that was made, as I shall abundantly show.

This report starts in with an effort fo whitewagh the Alumi-
num Co. of America, to impress the reader of the same with
the view that this highly beneficent institution was really never
at all condemned by the court which entered the decree against
it in the year 1912. I wish to read from the report, but before
I proceed with that I want to advert to the fact that the
report covers a multitude of subjeets apparently wholly unre-
lated to the question as to whether there has or has not been a
violation of the decree.

Of the 85 pages of the report 56 pages are devoted to such
unrelated topies as shown by the index. It tells about former
acquisitions by the Alominum Co. of America. It gives a brief
history of the aluminum industry. It contains a deseription
of aluminum and its uses, a brief statement as to bauxite
and the process of converting it info aluminum. It tells about
the organization of the Aluminum Co. of America, and of all
its subsidiary companies, some 20 or 30, or possibly more than
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that listed. It tells about the bauxite holdings of the Alumi-
num Co, of America, and discusses a large number of other sub-
jects, including a statement showing the present number of
persons employed by the company, together with the approxi-
mate amount of the annunal pay roll.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, will the Senator
¥yield for a question?

Mr. WALSH, Yes.

Mr, REED of Pennsylvania, Is it not true that in the
Senator's opening statement, in which he impeached this com-
pany, he himself mentioned every one of those subjects, and,
in addition, talked for a considerable time about the tariff?

Mr, WALSH. I did not.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. With the single exception of
the number of persons employed by the company?

Mr. WALSH. I did not go into the subject of the former
acquisitions of the Aluminum Co. of America. I did not give
a brief history of the aluminum industry. I did not give a
description of aluminum and its uses. I did not discusss
the bauxite holdings of the Aluminum Co, of America except to
state that they had a control of the commercial deposits of
America, I was interrnpted by- the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania, who introduced the subject of its foreign holdings, and
I subsequently addressed myself to that subject.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania, I understood the Senator from
Montaua to take a considerable time in discussing various
subsidiary companies——

Mr. WALSH. I did not.

AMr. REED of Pennsylvania. Naming them, mentioning their
acquisition, but neglecting to mention that the Department of
Justice had approved it at the time,

Mr. WALSH. I mentioned just exactly those that have any
kind of bearing upon the question as to whether there had been
a violation of this decree or not. I mentioned the Aluminum
Goods Manufaeturing Co., of the stock of which the Aluminum
Co. of America owns 3314 per cent.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. The Senator mentioned the
acquisition of the Norse Nitrate Co., or the Norwegian
Aluminum Co.

Mr. WALSH. I mentioned the acquisition of the Norse Co.
becanse the Senator challeneged the statement I made with
respect to that matter. The Senator must not complain be-
cause he drew these things out. It was not in my line of

argument.
Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. My recollection, then, is at
fault. I thought the Senaftor had introduced most of these

topies himself of his own accord, and the tariff,

Mr., WALSH. I did not. The tariff was exceedingly impor-
tant here,

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. How does the tariff violate the
decree of the court?

Mr. WALSH. The tariff does not violate the decree of the
court; but the tariff, as I indicated, prevents competition with
the company from foreign sources, and prevents the domestie
mannfacturer depending upon aluminum from going to any
other source but the Aluminum Co. of America to get its supply.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. The Senator read figures which
showed that upward of 40,000,000 pounds a year are imported
from abroad. ‘

Mr. WALSH. Exactly; from Norway, chiefly, where the sup-
ply is controlled by the Aluminum Co. of America.

Of this report, the pages from 56 to 85 are all that deal
with infractions of this decree.

I want to recur now to what is said here in exoneration of
the Aluminum Co. of America from the start. I read from
page 6:

After describing aluminum and the processes by which It is manu-
factured, the petition—

That is to say, the petition upon which was founded the
decree—
alleges that the Alnminum Co. of America owns and controls more
than 90 per cent of all the known deposits of commercially avallable
bauxite in the United States and Canada, but the petition raised no
issue concerning the legality of the company's acquisitions and hold-
ings of bauxite deposits.

So they start in just to exonerate the Aluminum Co. of
America from any charge of violation of the antitrust act by
reason of its control of the bauxite deposits.

Government counsel recognized that acquisitions of bauxite deposits
made during the period when the Aluminum Co. of America owned
the only patents covering the manufacture of aluminum could not be
viplative of the antitrust act. And so the petition expressly states.

And so forth and so forth.
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Turning to the next page, I read:

Hence, according to Government counsel then in charge of the case,
the defendant's control of bauxite lands was not in itself unlawful, but
was only an element to be considered along with the other allegations
of wrongdoing. Apparently it was their view that having so complete
a control over the raw material, the Aluminum Co, of America should
be scrupulously fair in its dealings with Independent manufacturers
of aluminum goods who competed with it or its subsidiaries.

That is to say, this carries an intimation that up to this
time the Aluminun Co. of America had been all right, that it
was gunilty of no practices whatever that called for animad-
version or injunction. But the court thought that simply
because it owned these bauxite deposits it should, therefore,
be sernpulously fair, and =o it suggested that course, instead of
enjoining the company, because it had been guilty of practices
which it was declared in the complaint had been pursued for
the purpose of harassing other operators and driving them out
of business.

This apologetic report continues:

That the offense which led to the Institutlon of the suit and the
entry of the decree was not the acquisition and holding of bauxite
deposits 1s further illustrated by the fact that on July 23, 1913,
ghortly after the entry of the decree, Attorney General McReynolds
consented to the acquisition by the Aluminum Co. of -America of cer-
tain bauxite deposits In Arkansas owned by the Sawyer-Austin Lomber
Co., notifying counsel for the company that the department did not
believe that the purchase of the bauxite deposits would be in violation
of the decree.

Continuing on the same page:

The prayer of the petitlon was that the restrictive ecovenants in the
several agreements set out in the petition be declared null and void
and that the defendant be enjoined from enguging in varlous acts of
unfair competition against competitors.

These are the contracts which the distinguished Senator from
Pennsylvania tells us were harmless anyway, and, of course,
the Aluminum Co. of America was willing to cancel them, if
anyhbody thought they ought to be canceled.

What was the character of those contracts? They were of
two classes. One of them was with a foreign corporation,
generally spoken of as the Swiss company, the largest foreigi
competitor of the Aluminum Co, of America, and that contract
was an agreement between these two companies by which they
divided the European and American territory between them.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, will the Senator
permit a question?

Mr. WALSH. I will

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. It is true that that contract
was abrogated before this decree was entered, is it not?

Mr. WALSH. I am speaking about what the complaint
charged. It was charged that that contract was in force,
and a decree was obtained compelling them to abandon the
contract.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. My statement yesterday was
that before the decree was rendered the thing had been done
by the company of its own accord.

Mr. WALSH. Exactly; before the decree was entered; that
is to say, they recognized, their own counsel apparen!ly advised
them, that the contract was in violation of the Sherman Act.
This is what the complaint says about the matter:

About September -25, 1008, the defendant, Aluminum Co. of America,
acting through the Northern Aluminum Co., of Canada, whi-h I8 entirely
owned and controlled by defendant, entered into an agreement with
the so-called Swiss or Neubausen Co. of Europe, which is the largest
of the European companies engaged in the aluminum industry, and
designated in this agreement as “A. J. A, G.,” parts therenf material
to this action being as follows:

Now, instead of using the initials, I will speak of the Swiss
company and the Aluminum Co.

The Aluminum Co, agrees not to knowingly sell aluminum, directly or
indirectly; in the European market,

The Swiss company agrees not to knowingly sell aluminum, directly
or indirectly, in the American market (defined as North and South
America, with the exception of the United States, but Including West
Indles, Hawalian, and Philippine Islands).

The total deliveries to be made by the two companies shall be
divided as follows:

European market, 75 per cent to the SBwiss company, 25 per cent
to the Alominum Co.

American market, 25 per cent to the Swiss company, 75 per cent to
the Aluminum Co.

Common market. 50 per cent to the Swiss company, G0 per. cent
to the Aluminum Co.
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The Government sales to SBwitzerland, Germany, and Austria-Hun-
gary are understood to be reserved to the Swiss company.

The sales in the Unlted States are understood to be reserved to the
Aluminum Co.

Accordingly the Swiss company will not knowingly sell aluminum,
directly or indirectly, to the United States of America, and the Alumi-
num Co. will not knowingly sell, directly or indirectly, to the Swiss,
German, Austria-Hungarian governments.

The Aluminum Co. engages that the Aluminum Co. of America
will respect the prohibifions hereby laid upon the Aluminum Co.

So much for the agreement with the foreign company. Now,
about the domestic companies. These were certain companies
engaged in the production of bauxite and they all entered into
agreements with the Alnminum Co. of America by which
they agreed that they would sell no bauxite to anyhody for the
manufacture of aluminum. They could use it for other pur-
poses, but not for the manufacture of alnminum. These are
the contracts which the Senator said, whether they were
canceled or not, or when they were canceled, were entirely
harmless,

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. And every one of those con-
tracts was canceled before the entry of the decree and mobedy,
not even the Senator from Montana, charges that they have
been revived.

Mir. WALSH.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania.
lay such stress upon them?

Mr. WALSH. Because the Senator from Pennsylvania in
his argument the other day referred to the matter and de-
clared that they were harmless contracts.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. They were harmless because
they had been canceled.

Mr. WALSH. That is what the Senator meant. They were
harmless after they were canceled. Of course, that is
axiomatic,

Bearing In mind—

The report continues—

that the Federal Trade Commission act with its provision against
unlawful competition, and the Clayton Act with its provision against
price discrimination, had not then been enacted—

That is, in 1912—

and bearing in mind that the business of the Aluminum Co. of
America was not one impressed with a public use, it is not entirely
clear that there was a legal basis for the injunctions against discrimi-
nation in the decree.

The Department of Justice now tells us, although this decree
was entered in 1912 upon the allegations to which I have called
attention, that there probably was not any legal justification
for the entry of any decree against the Aluminum Co. of
America.  What is the difference to them whether there was
or was not? It is their business to ecarry out that decree and
to prosecute any infractions of it whether it was well founded
in law or fact when it was entered or not. That is the kind
of report we have here from the Department of Justice. But
let us go on.

However that may be, the code prescribed in the decree is highly
ethical and desirable and one which any reputable corporation would
adopt and observe, and so the decree was entered by consent. It is to
be noted, however, that the decree is unigue In that it does not con-
tain a definite adjudication that the defendant has violated the anti-
trust law—an additional element of weakness, as shown by the Govern-
ment's experience with the packers' decree in the local courts, which
contained no such adjudication and which has been suspended by the
conrt,

So the Aluminum Co. of Amerlea is whitewashed by the
statement that there was no evidence whatever to indicate that
there was any violation of the antitrust act resulting in the
decree,

But, Mr. President, the provisions of the report to which T
have directed your attention bear, as will be recalled, a most
striking resemblance to the argument of the distinguished Sen-
ator from Pennsylvania in the opening part of his address made
the other day. Indeed, the Senator from Pennsylvania could
not hayve been more justified in his encomiums upon the Alumi-
num Co, of America by this report if he had aectually written
the report himself.

But let us consider the report a little further.
of the report we find the following:

Having in mind the purpose and scope of the petition and decree
it is apparcent that any acts committed by the Aluminum Co. of Amer-
fca, to constitute a violatlon of the decree, must have been done with

LXVII—291

I do not care whether they have or not.
Why, then, does the Senator

At page 11
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the deliberate purpose to injure a competitor, and thus ellminate or
lessen competition in the business.

I deny that, and the decree itself denies it. If the things pro-
hibited by the decree are done by the company 1t is entirely
immaterial with what purpose it does them.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Does the Senator mean that
any delay which is prohibited by the decree is punishable as a
contempt if that delay is due to causes beyond the control of
the company?

Mr. WALSH. The decree does not prohibit delays. It
simply prohibits delays which are not reasonable, and if a delay
is unreasonable, it does not make any difference whether the
company did it for the purpose of breaking a competitor or not,
it is in violation of the decree, and it was purposely made so
in order that it would not be necessary to show the intent and
purpose of the company in doing those things. It was pre-
sm?:ed to intend the natural and necessary consequences of its
acts,

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Does the Senator think a de-
cree so construed is valid or would be held to be valid in any
court?

Mr. WALSH. T have not the slightest doubt about it.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. That a construction presuming
that would be placed upon any delay?

Mr., WALSH. Any delay that was unreasonable, -

Mr, REED of Pennsylvania. But who is to say it is un-
reasonable?

Mr. WALSH. As a matter of course, the court is to say it.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. How is the court to say it with-
out knowing what the purpose was?

Mr. WALSH. Let us see what the decree provides.
graph 7, subdivision (b), of the decree says:

To prevent all undue discrinvinations upon the part of the defend-
ant and its officers and agents * * * it is restrained from * * *
delaying shipments of material to any competitor without reasonable
notice and cause,

That is all we wouald have to show in order to put the com-
pany in contempt, Next it is provided:

Or refusing to ship or ceasing to continue shipments of crude or
semifinished aluminuny to a competitor on contracts or orders placed,
and particularly on partially filled orders, without any ressonable canse
and without giving notice of same, or purposely delaying bills of lading
on material shipped to any competitor, or in any other manner making
it impossible or difficult for such competitor promptly to obtain the ma-
terial upon its arrival.

Now, I call attention particularly to this:
Or from furnishing known defective material.

The Senator from Pennsylvania claims, and this report
claims, that it is not enough to show that they shipped de-
fective material, but it must be shown beyond a reasonable
doubt that it was done for the purpose of breaking the com-
petitor. There is not anything of that kind in the decree, and
it is not soseeptible of any such construction as that.

But that is not all, Mr. President. The report says that the
charges of infractions of the decree are all confined to section 7
thereof, while the evidence indisputably shows a plain and
undeniable infraction of the decree under the provisions of
section 6 of the decree. I will call attention to section 6, which
provides as follows:

That the defendant, and Its officers, agents, and representatives be,
and they are hereby, perpetually enjoined from enteriug into a con-
tract with any other individual, firm, or corporation of a like or slmilar
character to the above-quoted provisions In the contracts between the
Aluminum Co. of America and the General Chemiecal Co,, between eaid
Aluminum Co. and the Norton Co., between said Aluminum Co., and the
Pennsylvania Salt Manufacturing Co., and between said Aluminum Co.
and Kruttschnitt & Coleman, or either of them, and from entering into
or participating In any combination or agreement the purpose or effect
of which is to restrict or control the output or the prices of aluminum
or any material from which aluminum is directly or indirvectly manu-
factured.

Now I ask Senators to take note:

And from making any contract or' agreement the purpose of or
the effect of which would be to restrain commerce in bauxite, alumina,
or aluminum, or to prevent any other person, firm, or corporation from
or to hinder him or It In obtalning a supply of either bauxite, alumina,
or aluminum of a good quality in the open market in free and falr and
open competition, and from themselves entering into or compelling or
inducing under any pretext or in any manner whatsoever the making
of any contract between any persons, firms, or eorporatlons engnged
in any branch of the business of manufacturing aluminum goods, the
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purpose of which would be to fix or regulate the prices of any of their
raw or manufactured products in sale or resale.

Bear in mind, Mr. President, they are enjoined from entering
into any contract of any character whatever the effect of which
would be to-prevent anyone desiring to get aluminum from
going into a free and open market to get it. The evidence here
is indisputable that they entered into contracts with the Budd
Manufacturing Co. or the Fisher Body Co. in the years 1922
and 1923, by which they compelled those companies fo turn
back to the Aluminum Co. of America every bit of scrap they
had, so that other producers of aluminum in the United States
could not get that raw material in order to supply their
demands.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Is it not also in evidence that
those companies themselves insisted upon having that provision
in their contracts to furnish an outlet for such material?

Mr. WALSH. Yes; and I am glad the Senator spoke about
that. I will satisfy him on that point directly. It will be
recalled that testimony was produced here from the report of
Mr, Digges, giving his interviews with these manufacturers
using scrap aluminum in order to supply sheet aluminum to
the trade, in which they complained about these contracts and
the price of scrap aluminum being put so high, almost to the
very verge of virgin aluminum; that it was utterly impossible
for them td get their usual supply of serap aluminum in the
market. Not only that, but they had binding contracts with
these great users of aluminum, by which they were compelled
to turn over to the Aluminum Co. of America every bit of serap
aluminom which they produced, and that was the condition
upon which they could get virgin aluminum from the Aluminum
Co. of America.

Now, we come to the Digges report. My esteemed friend,
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr], supplied us in
his remarks yesterday with an important item of testimony in
this matter. He was referring to what appeared in the Digges
report upon this branch of this interesting inquiry and was
somewhat critical of me because I did not read from Dunn's
report the interview that he had with the officers of the Budd
Co. as contrasted with the interview that Digges had with the
same gentlemen. He said, on page 4540 of the CoNGRESSIONAL
Recorp of February 25, as follows:

The Senator from Montana shows that Mr. Digges had a very
long and interesting fnterview with the Budd Manpufacturing Co. He
did not, bowever—

Says the Senator from West Virginia—

He did not, however, read Mr, Duonn's interview with that same
company. I shall read it for the information of the Senate, and I
ghall ask the Senate to consider whether It is or is not worthy of
great credence and of great belief.

So he reads Dunn's report of his interview with the officers
of the Budd Co., in which Dunn tells us:

During the period when the Budd Co. was using aluminum on a
large scale, 1922 and 1823, it purchased all of its metal requirements
from the Aluminum Co. of America on contract. In the earliest com:
tracts, there were no restrictive clauses as to the disposition of scrap
by the Budd Co.; subsequently, in July, 1923, the Aluminum Co. of
America changed Its policy and made its performance of its metal
contracts contingent upon the return to It at a price by the Budd Co.
of all serap resulting from the use of sheet aluminum in its opera-
tions.

AMr. MOSES. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from
Montana from what page of the Recorp he is reading?

Mr. WALSH, I am reading from page 4540,

I am glad there is on the floor of the Senate at this time no
inconsiderable number of the Members of this body, lawyers
of eminence and discernment, who usually give thought to the
important guestions of law that arise in the course of our labors

here, and I want to ask- any of them if he fails to find in |
these contracts containing their restrictive covenants anything ;
except a plain violatlon not only of the court decree bat of |

the Sherman Act itself? How can they be justified?

The Aluminum Co. of America says, * We will sell you |

virgin aluminum at a certain price, but, in order to get that
price, you must agree that you will turn back to us every
plece of scrap aluminum that you have, so that it will not get
into the market, where it can be picked up by independent pro-
ducers who would turn it into sheet metal and put it upon the
market in competition with the Aluminum Co. of America.”

Mr, REED of Pennsylvania. Does the Senator from Mon-
tana mean that an isolated contract of that sort made with
one consumer in the United States constitutes a violation of the
Sherman Act?
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Mr. WALSH. The “isolated case™ hay absolutely nothing
to do with it at all. Here is the contract which is made in
plain violation of the terms of this decree. Moreover it is
not an “isolated case,” That company made the same contract
with the Fisher Body Co.; they made the same contraect, as my
recollection is, with something like half a dozen companies
using aluminum in the production of automobile bodies and
other articles of like character.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Were they among the heavy users
of aluminum?

Mr. WALSH. They were among the heaviest users in the
United States, The Fisher Body Co., as everybody knows, is
the greatest producer of automobile bedies in the country.

Mr, President, there is no question about this; there is no
question of fact here at all. There is a simple controversy
over a question of law between the Senator from Pennsylvania
[Mr. Reep] and myself upon this question, and, T might say
as well, between the Department of Justice and myself, as to
whether or not these contracts constitute a violation of the
court decree. 1 unhesitatingly say they do.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. The Senator from Montana
will admit that that subject is now under investigation by the
Federal Trade Commission.

Mr, WALSH. The Federal Trade Commission has nothing
at all to do with the subject.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I did not ask the Senator
whether it had or not; but 1 asked whether it is not a fact that
it is at present investigating the subject?

Mr. WALSH. The Federal Trade Commission is now inves-
tigating the question as to whether or not the Aluminum Co,
of America has been guilty of unfair practices in connection
with the subject of sand castings and serap aluminum,

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. And the whole purpose of
llmyi:;g that scrap is for use in sand castings? Is not that
rne!

Mr. WALSH. That is quite right.

Mr, REED of Pennsylvania. And that subject is now being
tried ont by the Federal Trade Commission in hearings at
Pittsburgh during the present week.

Mr. WALSH. It does not make any difference whether it
is being tried or is not being tried; I do not care anything
about it; I do not care anything about what the Trade Com-
mission ls doing or is going to do or has done. I am saying
that it is the duty of the Department of Justice at once to
institute proceedings for contempt for the violation of section
6 of the court decree in the execution of these contracts.

This is not the only thing that stamps this remarkable re-
port as unworthy of the consideration of this body. Let me
call the attention of Senators to another fact.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr, President, may I ask the Senator
from Montana a question for my information at that point?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana
vield to the Senator from Missouri?

Mr. WALSH. Yes.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Does the Senator from Montana contend
that the price which the Alaminum Co. offers a consumer, such
as the Fisher Body Co., for example, for the return of the scrap
material—and by *serap” I understand is meant the material

' that is not used by the Fisher Body Co.—has anything to do

with the prices fixed by the Aluminum Co, to other consumers?
Does the mere fact that they demand back that amount of
serap constitute the vice of the contract?

Mr. WALSH. They demand back the serap at a price which
they have fixed so high that the independent producer can not
possibly buy any serap in the market. It elevates the price of
scrap on the market to such a figure that the independent
producer can not afford to buy it; and accordingly the greater
number of them have got to sell their scrap to the Aluminum
Co. of America.

Mr. WILLIAMS. My point is: Does the price fixed for the
scrap in the contract and for its return to the Aluminum Co.
have anything to do with the price fixed by the Aluminum Co.
to the Fisher Body Co.?

Mr, WALSIL The price of what?

Mr. WILLTAMS. The price of aluminum.

Mr. WALSIH. The price of sheet aluminum?

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes.

Mr, WALSH. The price of sheet aluminum is fixed by the
Aluminum Co. by a schedule, whether the aluminum be pro-
duced from ingots or from the scrap aluminom,

Mr, WILLIAMS. There is no suggestion of a rebate there, is
there?

Mr. WALSH. No.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Eliminating the point of a rebate in price,
due to the fact that the price of scrap is fixed at so high a

it
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figure that others can not buy, will the Senator from Montana |

please state exactly what the vice of that particular provision
in the contract is?

Mr. WALSH. The particular vice is that it prevents any-
body else from buying scrap.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Very good; but in the sale of the material
itself the aluminum, the sheet metal which is sold by the
Aluminum Co. to the Fisher Body Co., for example, is it per-
fectly competent to include In the contract a provision that the
serap may be repurchased at a price fixed?

Mr. WALSH. That it may be repurchased at a price fixed?

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes.

Mr. WALSH. That is not the point at all. The company,
according to Mr. Dunn, makes it a condition of supplying any
aluminum at all that the serap shall be returned.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Suppose it does, what follows from that?

Mr. WALSH. It follows that the market for scrap aluminum
is destroyed.

Mr. MOSES. Let me ask the Senator, does that follow?

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have not finished as yet.

Mr. MOSES. 1 beg the Senator's pardon.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Suppose a citation were issued by the
court against the Aluminum Co. charging them with a breach
of the decree or a breach of the Sherman Antitrust Act be-
cause of that provision in the contract. If the Senator were
sitting as a judge in that case, the question would be whether
he would hold that they had violated the Sherman antitrust
law and whether he would issue an injunction, or whether,
having issued an injunction, he would declare that to be a
violation of the injunction, Mark me, I am not trying to
defend the Aluminum Co.; I think it has no place here; I
think this ought not to be an Inquisition; I think we ought to
be permitted to address each other as Senators and not as
fellow members of a jury; but, aside from that, I was trying
to find in the Senator's mind, if I could, just what the vice of
that contract might be.

Mr. WALSH. I have tried to make myself plain about it.

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President——

Mr. WALSH. I will ask the Senator to wait a moment. [t
will be observed, according to Mr. Dunn—and that, of course,
is just what Digges told us—

Mr. WILLIAMS. I take it, it makes no difference who makes
the statement.

Mr. WALSH. Of course not. The Aluminum Co. of America
had certain contracts with the Budd Co., by which it agreed
to sell to the Budd Co. aluminum at a price fixed in those
contracts. Suppose nothing was said about scrap at all, so
that if the Budd Co. had scrap as a by-produect of its opera-
tions it could go into the market and sell that scrap to any-
body who would pay for it, the Aluminum Co,, or the Bohn
Co., of Detroit, or the Waltz Co., or some other company, or a
half a dozen other different independent companies which were
very desirous of getting scrap, indeed, were obliged to get it
in order to stay in business at all. In that situation of affairs,
the Aluminum Co. of America comes in and makes a contract
by which it gathers up all that scrap itself; it thus shuts out
the other people, and thus they are prohibited from buying a
supply in the open market in free and fair competition.

Mr. WILLIAMS. A farmer in Washington County, Mo,
might sell a lot of corn to a pipe factory and provide that the
cobs should be used by the factory and the corn returned to
him, or the factory might make such an arrangement. I my-
self do not see the vice in that.

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator ‘rom
Montana a question for information?

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I really should yield first to
the Senator from New Hampshire,

Mr. MOSES. Mr, President, I wish to ask the Senator, first
of all, if it follows as a matter of fact that the price of the
serap was advanced by reason of thls contract with the Budd
Co.?

Mr. WALSH. I will say to the Senator, that is what the
Digges report says that the price of scrap aluminum went up
automatically with these contracts.

Mr. MOSES. Might there not have been a practieal reason
in the manufacture of aluminum for the company to make such
a contract? Understanding that the scrap they wonld get
back from the Budd Co. or any other company to which they
sold was their own aluminum, they would know that it was of a
higher grade of purity and would not have to be refined again
in order fo be used for making sand castings.

Mr. WALSH. Of course, the Senator asks that question in
perfect innocence, but he will bear in mind——

Mr. MOSES. The Senator from New Hampshire is innocent :
he confesses his innocence,
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Mr. WALSH. The Senator will bear in mind that there is
no quality of aluminum either better or worse than that put
out by the Aluminum Co. of America.

Mr. MOSES. My understanding is that there are numerous
alloys that are used by many manufacturers after they get
the aluminum in ingot form and that the scrap from such
aluminum would not be nearly so valuable and useful,

Mr. WALSH. The Senator shows again his unfamiliarity
with this matter.

Mr. MOSES. I prefer the word *innocence,” Mr. President,
if the Senator does not mind.

Mr. WALSH. The aluminum, in the first place, as told at
some length by the Senator from Pennsylvania, is sold in
ingots; there is no producer of ingot aluminum in the United
States except the Aluminum Co. of America. Everybody must
buy these ingots from the Aluminum Co. of America. There
are some rolling mills that roll it into sheets—— :

Mr. MOSES. There are many concerns also that east it and
probably use alloys with it.

Mr. WALSH. The only way they can get it is to buy the
virgin aluminum from the Aluminum Co. of Amerlea or go out
in the market and buy scrap.

Mr. MOSES, And having bought the virgin aluminum and
used alloys with it, the scrap would be impure.

Mr. WALSH. They do not have a thing to do with the
alloying of it. The alloying takes place in the production of
the ingots.

Mr. MOSES. And never at all after it goes Into the hands
of the manufacturer?

Mr. WALSH. Never.

Mr. MOSES. I am quite sure that the Senator is mistaken
about that, because I happen to have some personal contact
with a foundry that does that.

Mr. WALSH. The Senator is right so far as the sand cast-
ings are concerned; there is no question about that.

Mr. MOSES. Well, sand castings result in a great deal of
serap.

Mr, SWANSON. Mr, President—

Mr. WALSH. I yield to the Senator from Virginia.

Mr. SWANSON. As I understand the contention of the
Senator from Montana, it is that the Aluminnm Co. of America
has an absolute monopoly of the virgin aluminum. In order
to protect that monopoly they must control the scrap. Then
they can fix the price of the virgin metal. So, in defiance of
the court decree and in defiance of the Sherman antitrust law,
they proceed to get control of the scrap all over the United
States, so that the combination of the virgin and serap alumi-
num gives them an absolute monopoly. I understand that is
the position taken by the Senator?

Mr. WALSH. Exactly.

Mr. SWANSON. And, as I understand, the facts as shown
by these contracts justify that contention.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Surely the Senator from Mon-
tana could not have meant to give any such impression to the
Senator from Virginia, because as a matter of fact the record
shows that this company in 1923 bought less than 25 per cent
of the scrap that was on the market and reported to the De-
partment of Commerce, and that in other years its purchases
were never as much as 12 per cent.

Mr. SWANSON. I understand that,

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Now, obviously it could not
control the market by buying 12 per cent of the scrap.

Mr. SWANSON, As I understood, the contracts made the
price of scrap very high. Of course, if the Aluminum Co.
could put up the price of serap by requiring these contracts of
large users, whether they bought it or somebody else bought it,
it kept the price of virgin aluminum high, did it not?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. No, Mr. President; it did not
make one cent's worth of difference whether they bought the
serap they needed from the Fisher Body Co., or whether they
bought it from John Jones, or from some one else, It did not
matter where they bought it. The purchase of the amount
they needed, of course, had that effect in the market, just as
the purchase of any amount by anybody is reflected in the
price; but it did not matter at all whether they bought from
Budd in Philadelphia, or from the Fisher Body Co. in Detroit,
or whether they went out in the market and bought it from
junk dealers. They took just so much metal off the market,
and fundamental economies tells us that if they only bought
a small quantity it only had a small effect, and that to control
the price they wonld have to corner it; and nobody pretends
that they did. ;

Mr. WALSH. I suppose, in due time, some explanation will
be made of these contracts. On the face of them, they ap-
pear in plain vlolation of this decree, as I have stated,

.
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Mr. President, thiere are a few other features in this report
to which I desire to invite your attention,

The Senator from Pennsylvania in his address told us that
the only infraction of the decree to which reference is made
in the report of the majority of the Committee on the Judiciary
is that in relation to defective material; and the only other
serious complaint he tells us about is the delays in the delivery
of material.

With respect to the first, Mr. President, the shipping of
defective material, he tells us that the idea is absurd that that
constitutes a violation of the decree; and with reference to
the delays in shipments constituting a violation of the decree,
he tells us that that is silly.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania.
words, Mr. President.

Mr. WALSH. I was going to say that if the idea in the one
case is absurd and in the other case is silly, the absurdity and
the silliness must be charged up against Harlan F. Stone, then
Attorney General of the United States, now Associate Justice of
the Supreme Court of the United States, for it was he who said
that these yiolations had been so frequent and so repeated that
the intent can hardly be disregarded.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, where can the
Senator find that?

Mr. WALSH. T am going to read it,

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I hope the Senator will.

Mr. WALSH. I read from the letter of Attorney General
Stone of January 30, 1925, which will be found at pages 7 and 8
of the committee hearings. After reviewing the prohibitory pro-
visions of the decree and the complaints of breaches of the
decree, the Attorney General continues:

1 did not know any stronger

Without attempting to review the evidence submitted in your report,
it is sufficient to say that the evidence submitted supports to a greater
or less extent the above-recited complaints of the competitors. And
especially is this clear and convincing in respect to the repeated ship-
ments of defreetive materialg, known at the time of shipment to be defee-
tive, This became so common and so flugrant as to eall forth remon-
etrances from Mr. Fulton, of the Chicago office of the company, On
July 28, 1920, he wrote the company :

“1In my opinion the grade of sheet which we are shipping is in many
cases considerably below our pre-war standard. * * *

“ The last six months we have had some very critical sltuations with
several of our customers on account of the buckled sheet which we
have been shipping, so much so that at least two have told us plainly
that if they were able to get better sheet they would reject every bit
that we had shipped to them, * * ¢

“0f the sheet on which we have authorized replacement or credit I
would say that at least 90 per cent of it should never have left our
mills, and without any extra expense or trouble to the company should
have been caught at the inspection.”

On October 21, 1920, Mr. Fulton agein wrote the company :

*1 think it again of vital importance to call your attention to the
class of sheet which is slipping through our inspection department.
- * »

“The greatest complaint is in reference to our coiled sheet,

“About three different customers within the last week have stated
that they have hardly used any of our colled sheet on account of the
wide variation of gauge, there being as much of a variation as 4 and
6 B. & 8. numbers in the same coll. This, of course, Indicates nothing
but careless rolling and more careless inspection.

* The next most general complaint Is our ghearing, In that the shear-
ing is not correct to dimensions, especially width,”

In December, Mr. Fulton, after an inspection tour of several plants,
again calls attention to the complaints and to the defects In materlals
being shipped. Among other things, he says:

“There are many things which T know the operating end could
remedy without delay, which now are causing a great deal of trouble,
No doubt one of the biggest sources of our poor sheet is the apparent
increased quantities of scrap that we are putting into our 28 sheet,
The appearance of the drawn sheets is a direct glve away as to what is
going into the metal.

“This 1is ‘:‘mmothlng I have in no way discussed with any of our
customers and have steered them off the track whenever they have
brought it up, but went over it thoronghly with Mr. Yolton, and he
aesured me he would discuss this at length with Mr. Hunt.,”

There is also to be found this complaint from a Cleveland customer,
under date of May 9, 1921 :

“Now * * * can your inspectors pass all this up at your mills?
This Is an ldea that I wish you could confer to your mill heads with
force enough to get them to take a little Interest in it and not burden
ng with the tremendous expense of running and handling this metal,
The mere fact that we send It back for full credit don't mean anything
to us, for we are out all the labor, time, and trouble of handling,
which is a very expensive proposition,”
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It is apparent, therefore, that during the time covered by your
report, the Aluminum Co. of America violated several provisions of
the decree. That with respect to some of the practices complained of,
they were so frequent and long continued, the falr inference is the
company either was indifferent to the provisions of the deeree, or
knowingly intended that its provisions should be disregarded, with &
view to suppressing competition in the aluminum industry.

So this, Mr. President, is what is characterized by the Sena-
tor from Pennsylvania as silly,

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, the Senator has
been so generous in allowing me to interrupt him that 1 am
becoming timid about it. Will he permit me to ask him a
question?

Mr, WALSH. T assure the Senator that I shall welcome any
interruptions from him.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I thank the Senator.

In the first places, does not the Senator think that it wonld
be fair to put in the Rrcorn, after reading that letter, the
statement which Assistant Attorney General Donovan made at
page 121 about that very letter, and what Justice Stone said
about it?

Mr. WALSH. Yes.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. He said there——

Mr, WALSH. Just a minute. Justice Stone did not come on
the stand, and I talked with Justice Stone myself. I have no
objection now to the Senator reading what Mr. Donovan said
Justice Stone told him. !

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Justice Stone was available as
a witness, and, I understood, had expressed his desire to come.

Mr. WALSH. Now that the Senator has made that state-
ment, I beg to say that he expressed to me a desire not to come.
I went to him for the purpose of getting him to come.

Mr, REED of Pennsylvania. I understood from my talk
with him that he was disappointed that he had not been called,
However, Attorney General Donovan says, at page 121:

My recollection is that shortly after that I spoke to Attorney Gen-
eral Sargent and said that I felt I ought to talk with former Attorney
General Stone, I went to see Mr, Justice Stone—I had read a eopy
of his letter—and I sald, “T have just looked at the summary of the
report of the Federal Trade Commission, and I wondered whether
this letter of yours was Dbased upon an investigation or whether
you prepared it yourself, or whether it was based upon the report.”
As I recall, this is the substance of what he said.

When that report came in, he said, he referred it to Mr. Seymour,
and he said it was his understanding that there was to be a report
prepared upon the investigatlon of the evidence and of the facts.
Ag 1 recall, that memorandum came in some time in October, 1924,
Of course, I knew nothing about that; I was not in office at that time,

Then he said that when the letter was handed to him, which he
had not prepared, he just assumed that it was based upon the facts,
and he signed the letter,

One more question, and then I will try not to interrupt any
more.

Does the Senator, with all his experience in antitrust cases,
think that the shipment of defective material mentioned in
that letter of Justice Stone is a violation either of the Sher-
man law or of the decree, if it be shown that at the same time
similar material was going to the company's own finishing
mills, so that there was no discrimination against the com-
petitors of the company?

Mr. WALSH. I have no hesitancy in answering in the affirm-
ative—none whatever—because the decree does not, as the Sen-
ator contends, declare to be a violation of it a shipment of de-
fective material for the purpose of putting the other man out
of business. If he ships the defective material knowing it to
be defective, he violates the decree.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I am glad the Senator is mak-
ing his position clear.

Mr. WALSH. I thought I had a while ago.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. It has not been clear to me be-
fore this time. Admitting, as we all do, that a great deal of
defective material was produced during 1920 in times of labor
difficulties, it is the Senator’s contention that if any of that
was allowed to go to the competitors, if the company failed to
use all the defective material in its own finishing mills, but
treated competitors and its own mills indiscriminately, that
was nevertheless a violation of the decree?

Mr. WALSH. No. The Senator has not stated my position
accurately at all. He has omitted altogether the item of
knowledge.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Oh, I should have included
that. It is the Senator's contention that if, with the knowledge
that this material was uncertain in gauge, they shipped any
of that defective material to their competitors, that was a vio-




1926

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

4613

lation, regardless of the fact that they had to freat their own
finishing mills in exactly the same way?

Mr. WALSH. 1 do not know whether failure to supply the
material exactly to gauge would be classed as furnishing de-
fective material or not.

Mr, REED of Pennsylvania. That was the type of defect
that was mentioned. I did not mean to limit it to that.

Mr. WALSH. But I want to say to the Senator with entire
frankness that I do not think it makes a bit of difference, so
far as this decree is concerned, whether they shipped the
same defective material to their subsidiary companies or not.
That does not make a bit of difference, because, Mr. President,
they can put an independent out of business by shipping de-
fective material to all their customers. They are a mammoth
in the industrial life of this country, with assets worth more
than a hundred million dollars. What difference does it make
to them if by reason of some defect in material one of their
subsidiary companies does not make quite so much money as
it otherwise would? It is the poor, struggling company that
takes this defective material that will be put out of business.

Mr., President, this decree did not so provide. It provided
simply that if they sent known defective material to any of
their customers they violated this decree.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. The Senator will grant that
is a pretty high standard for human beings.

Mr. WALSH. It is a pretty high standard, and the court
recognized that nothing less would keep this company within
bounds.

Mr. REED of Penunsylvania. Precisely; I understand that
that is the Senator’s position. Then the Senator contends
that this company at its birth——

Mr. WALSH. Wait! The Senator has asked me {these
same questions repeatedly, and I want to be courteous; I want
to answer him, but I do not want to travel over the same
ground.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania.
Senator later.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, so much for the report which
acquits the defendant of any violation of this deecree upon the
ground that it supplied defective material, known to be defec-
tive, as prohibited by the decree.

Now, as to the subject of delays, complaint about which is
sald to be silly. Perhaps those who have been following this
discussion will remember that I called attention, in my address
of a week ago yesterday, to the table which will be found on
page 101 of the report of the Federal Trade Commission, from
which we find the following. Let me say, in the first place, that
complaints were made by various customers of the Aluminum
Co. of America to the Federal Trade Commission of delays in
shipment of material that was ordered by them. They had
entered into contracts under which they were obligated at a
certain time to meet their orders, and in order to meet their
orders they must be assured of getting the necessary supply of
sheet aluminum with which to produce their manufactured
products. Accordingly, they laid their orders with the Alumi-
num Co. of America for delivery at a certain time, and they
were complaining that they did not get their aluminum at the
time it was ordered.

The Federal Trade Commission asked the Aluminum Co. of
America to give them a table showing the dates when ship-
ments were made in respect to the dates when the orders
matured, and to give information concerning the cases in which
shipments were made within a month after the orders matured,
within two months after they matured, within three months
after they matured, and so on. They asked for information for
1920, 1921, and 71922, but they got the information for 1922 and
the first six months of 1923 only, and with reference to only
seven companies,

The table shows that for the 12 months of 1922 only 66.26
per cent of the Aluminum Co.'s obligations were shipped in the
month when the obligation matured, or within one month
thereafter. Over 25 per cent of the obligations were shipped
in the second month after the maturity, and 7.69 per cent In
the third month. That is to say, with respect to 7.69 per cent
of the orders, the shipments were not made until three months
after the orders had matured.

Mr. REED of Penunsylvania.
strike, was it not?

Mr. WALSH. I am unadvi.sed as to when the coal strike

Very well. I will reply to the

That was the year of the coal

occurred. The coal strike must bave been a rather protracted
one, because this covers the whole period of 1922 and six
months of 1923,

Mr. GOFF. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana
yield to the SBenator from West Virginia?

Mr. WALSH, I yield.

Mr. GOFF. I do not understand the Senator to contend that
the failure to make those shipments in and of itself was a
violation of the decree?

Mr. WALSH. No. The decree says “ without reasonable
cause.” That is as far as we can go in the matter. Delay
without reasonable cause constituted a violation of the decree.

Mr. GOFF, And those very words, “reasonable cause,” ne-
cessitated the investigation which the Department of Justice
made,

Mr, WALSH. Yes; and what did they find?

Mr. GOFF. They found there was reasonable cause.

Mr. WALSH. Will the Senator tell us how they found that
for the six months of 1923? During the month when orders
matured the shipments amounted to only 75 per cent of the
orders, and the second month thereafter 17.75 per cent were
delayed at least 60 days, and 6.60 per cent were delayed for
three months after the orders matured.

Mr. GOFF. That may all be very true, but with the ab-
sence of an intent or a purpose to bring about that delay it is
all immaterial.

Mr. WALSH. It does not make a bit of difference what the
intent was; if the delay was unreasonable, the violation has
occurred, I understand perfectly well that these gentlemen
contend that every one of these provisions Is gualified by the
expression **done for the purpose of driving the other party
out of business,” but the decree does not say so.

Mr. GOFF. That is a reasonable inference.

Mr. WALSH. The Senator would like to import something
into the decree by construction.

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, may I suggest that if that
were true, it would be necessary to try the case over de novo
every time there was an alleged contempt. The purpose of
the original trial was to settle that,

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, will the Sena-
tor yield?

Mr. WALSH. 1 yield.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Is not the burden on the Gov-
ernment to show absence of reasonable cause of delay?

Mr. WALSH. Undoubtedly.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. And is it not found, as a mat-
ter of fact, on page 59 of the Department of Justice report
that there was a reasonable cause?

Mr. WALSH. Yes. That is the Dunn report. Dunn tells
us that there was reasonable cause for this delay. That is
the situation. Digges tells us there was not.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. How are we, as a jury, to
decide who is telling the truth?

Mr. WALSH, I suggest that we let the court decide it.
That is what we are looking to.

Mr. MOSES. Would the adoption of the Senator’s recom-
mendation bring it to the court necessarily?

Mr. WALSH. I beg to say that the report, if that is what
the Senator refers to——

Mr. MOSES. This report makes the recommendation that
the Senate go on with a further investigation.

Mr. WALSH. Yes; but I have reached the conclusion that
that is entirely unnecessary, because the evidence before us
would be quite sufficient to justify the institution of the pro-
ceedings, and the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Rosixsox] has
prepared a substitute resolution which he will offer in lieu
of the one which I sald I would offer, which will take care
of that situation.

Mr. MOSES. Then, may I ask the Senator with reference
to the procedure here?

Mr. WALSH. Yes.

Mr. MOSES. I had supposed, and the senlor Senator from
Iowa also had supposed, that the Senator intended to take up
and comment on the argnment presented by the senior Sena-
tor from Iowa the other day. The Senator from Montana has
not yet approached that. May I ask if he intends to do so
before the conclusion of his argument?

Mr. WALSH. I certainly do.

Mr. MOSES. That being the case, the procedure here will
be, first, to ask for the adoption of the report, in which the
Senator asks that the Committee on the Judiciary be further
instructed to go on with an investigation?

Mr. WALSH. Yes; but, of course, the resolution proposed
will dispose of that.

Mr. MOSES. Not necessarily. If we adopt the report and
instruet the Judiciary Committee——

Mr. WALSH. Very well. If that bothers the Senator, I
will move to strike out that recommendation,

Mr. MOSES. I thank the Senator very much.

Mr. WALSH. Observe, Mr. President, the explanation that
is made of these delays to which I have referred, scheduled in
the report of the Federal Trade Commission. What is the ex-
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planation made by the Aluminum Co. of America? T take it
that this report of the Department of Justice before us is a
report made by the Aluminum Co. of America; at least, it is
simply a brief for the Aluminum Co, of Ameriea, in which brief
the facts are given from that source, upon which I shall pres-
ently expatiate.

"Mr. GOFF. Do I understand the Senator from Montana to
say that the report of the Department of Justice in this case is
a brief for the Alnminum Co. of America?

Mr. WALSH. That is what I say.

Mr. GOFF. Did I understand——

Mr. WALSH. That is what I say, and I am proceeding as
fast as I can to convince any unbiased mind of the truth of it.

Mr. GOFF. The Senator will find my mind very biased.

Mr. WALSH. I dare say. At page 59 of the report of the
Department of Justice will be found whatever the Aluminum
Co, of America has to say in relation to these delays that were
complained of. I read from near the top of the page, as
follows :

It has been contended by the officlals of the company that the Tables
Nos. 18 to 21, inclusive, appearing at pages 101 to 103, inclusive, of
the Federal Trade Report of October 6, 1924—

Those are, the tables of which I have just been speaking—
do not fairly reflect the situation, in that they were prepared on the
basis of a calendar rather than a fiscal month.

An order received on the 1st, 15th, or 25th of May, for example, and
shipped out within the month of May is recorded as shipped In the first
month after receipt. An order received on the 81st of May, however,
and shipped on the 5th or any other day in June s reccerded as being
ghipped in the second month. It is obyious that a monthly recording
on n calendar basis of the percentage of orders shipped is unfair and
that the only fair record must be based on what may be termed fiscal
months, 1f an order is received on May 5, for example, and is shipped
before the 4th of June, it 1s shipped in the first month; i e., within one
month and oot within two months. .

~What 4 handsome explanation that is, The Federal Trade
Commission asked the Aluminum Co. of America to furnish
them with a table showing the percentage of shipments made
within the month and made within the succeeding month after
the maturity of the orders, and they furnished that table.
Now they say that table does not give the correct situation of
affairs ; that it ought to be reckoned upon some entirely differ-
affairs; that it ought to be reckoned upon some entirely different
Lasis. But let me go on. I read from further down the page:

In examining the tables herewith It should be borne in mind that the
material ordered by eooking-utensil manufacturers include tubing, rod,
rivets, and other forms of metal, as well as sheet, the manufacture of
which involves a very complex process. Nomne of the finished material
s carried in stock, but each order after receipt is put into the mill
and rolled down from ingot form. It is often true in preparing a quan-
tity of material, or several quantities of material, that larger or
smaller portions of it may fail to pass the inspection department, in
consequence of which another bateh has fo be rolled later. It is for
reasons of this character that there are frequently (as ghown by the
tables) trivial amonnts of an order or of a given set of orders which
are not shipped within what might be described as the schedule
period, namely, the first 30 or 60 days affer receipt of the order.

Nobody is complaining about the delay after the receipt of
the order. The complaint is made about the delay after the
maturity of the order. A manufacturer who uses aluminum in
his product makes a contract. He contracts to deliver a cer-
tain amount of his stuff at some day in the future, 60 days
from now or 90 days from now. He puts in an order, which is
received to-day, by which he asks for the delivery of aluminum
60 days hence, or 90 days hence, and he complains, not that
the material is not shipped within 30 days or 60 days from the
time he sent in the order, but that it is not shipped within GO
or 00 days after the order matured. Of course there is delay
about the shipment of material after the orders are received.
That is provided for in the orders. That is the explanation
of the delays given heres

That is not all. The price discrimination charge is just as
easily refuted. The explanation made of the price discrimina-
tion in the department’s report can not stand for a single
moment. It is contended, for instance, that the lowered price
was given to the Aluminum Goods Manufacturing Co., & sub-
sidiary of the Aluminum Co. of America, because it gave a
large order, that it was the largest consumer of aluminum in
the cocking utensil business; but then they proceeded immedi-
ately to sell to one Blickman at a lesser price also. He was not
one of the large consumers of aluminum in the United States.

I shall not take the time to go into that particularly, but I
invite attention to a few features now which serve likewise to
characterize the report as the “brief” about which I spoke,
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Take the subject of dividends at page 20 of the report. It
will be interesting to Senators who are following my argument
:ontum to the report at that page. The Department of Justice
ells us—

There bave been no stock dividends since January, 1020,

What has the matter of stock dividends, or dividends at all,
to do with this question? It does not make any difference upon
the question of whether there have been infractions of the
decree, whether they paid dividends of 24 per cent or 2,400
per cent. It is utterly irrelevant. It is intreduced for the
purpose of showing that the company makes only meager
refurns upon its investment, and the idea fhat it is getting
rich out of the people of the United States is a fizment.

The cash dividends pald on the stock of the company are given in
the succeeding tabulation. Since, however, the company’s capital stock
has relatively been so much smaller than its investment, a column is
also given showing the percentage of the dividend as respects the com-
pany’s capital investment.

In 1920 the company paid dividends to the amount of

$2,341,200, or 12.5 per cent; in 1921, T per ceut; in 1922, 6 per

cent; in 1923, 10.5 per cent; and in 1924, 12.5 per cent.

It is a very meager, modest kind of income this company has:
yes, it is, indeed. These, Mr. President, are annnal dividends
which have been distributed. But how much of its profits
remain undistributed is the important question here, We have
not any information for those particular years, but what are
the faets about the matter?

The Aluminum Co. of America has a capital stock of $20,-
000,000, eighteen-odd millions of which have been issued. That
$18,000,000 of capital represents a capital investment of not to
exceed $5,000,000, being in the shape of stock issued upen com-
bination or reimcorporation or something of the kind. But let
us assume, for the purpose of the discussion, that the entire
$18,060,000 represents capital investment. Its property Is
valued in Moody's Manual at $110,000,000. - What does that
mean? It means that during these years it has accumulated
undivided profits to the extent of npward of $100,000,000, as to
which the department’s report does not give us any information
at all. Why is this matter introduced here, except for white-
washing purposes? I might say also that during that period
they paid out aggregate dividends amounting to ahout $15,000,-
000 on the $18,000,000 of capital stock ontstanding.

Perhaps the Senator from Pennsylvania ean aid me. I have
not a reference to that part of the report which tells the cost
of producing aluminum.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I think I can give it to the
Senator in a moment.

Mr. WALSH. It is a table incorporated in the rt of th
Department of Justice showing that the cost orfep;rodnc!ng
aluminum runs from 16 cents to 28 cents per pound. T think
the table shows that in 1920 the cost of producing aluminum
was 28 cents, and the general run is about 20 to 22 cents, as
shown in the table. Bear in mind, this is what we are told by
the Department of Justice. Where does the Department of
Justice get its information about the matter? What sonree of
information has it?

Mr. GOFF. The Senator will find the tabl
The index is wrong. SRrecn mer

My. WALSH, I thank the Senator. The cost for the year
1920 was 23 cents a pound, for 1921 it was 28 cents per pound,
for 1922 it was 22.75 cents per pound, for 1923 it was 1825
cents per pound, for 1924 it was 16.75 cents per pound, and for
1925 it was 17.25 cents per pound.

What is this other than the mere statement of the Aluminum
Co. of America about what its costs are? What other source
of information did the Department of Justice have when it put
out these figures? I am told that the War Department during
the war caused an investigation to be made into the cost of pro-
ducing aluminum with a view to fixing war prices for alumi-
num. We have not been informed that the Department of Ju-
tice consulted the records of the War Department for the pur-
pose of advising us concerning the cost of producing alumni-
num. It has not a thing on earth to do, so far as I can see,
with this inquiry. It is injected here merely for the purpose of
ghowing that the Alominum Co. of Amerita is selling its alumi-
num at just a small margin above the cost of producing it.

Fortunately we have a little information upon the subject of
cost. On Tuesday last I had inserted in the Recorp an article
by Mr. Anderson, in the Mining Journal, npon the high price
of aluminum. Mr. Anderson is a metallurgical engineer of the
very highest standing. Ife is the author of the book which I
hold in my hand, The Metallurgy of Alnminum and Aluminum
Alloys, just off the press, a compendious presentation of the
question of the metallurgy of aluminum from every point of
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view, telling In a very much more detuiled way the interesting
story given us by the Senator from Pennsylvania the other day
concerning the method of the production of this important
metal. Mr. Anderson is a former metallurgical engineer,
United States Bureau of Mines; lecturer on metallography,
Carnegie Institute of Technology; research metallurgist, Bu-
reau of Aircraft Production, and instructor in metallurgy in
the Missonri School of Mines. 1 dare say he knows what he
is talking about. In the article to which I have referred he
was discnssing the guestion of the cost of producing aluminum.

This article, I may say, appeared in the Mining Journal on
January 30, 1926, and =o of course was available to the Depart-
ment of Justice had they had any desire to inform themselves
upon the question of the cost of producing aluminum which
they seemed to think was important to incorporate in their
report. Mr, Anderson said in this article:

Turning to the matter of aluminum reduction costs, this can not be
much in excess of 12 cents per pound under the worst conditions. The
Aluminum Co, of America in its briefs filed in connection with the
aluminum tariff and in public statements alleges that the labor item
makes up 90 per cent of the production cost. This allegation is so ab-
surdly ridiculous that if taken at its face value it would mean that the
production cost of aluminum would be In excess of the present selling
price to accommodate such a relation of the labor item to the total
production cost.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. What is the date of the article?

Mr. WALSH. January 30, 1926:

The facts In the case are that the total labor cost is not over 10
per cent of the production cost starting with the mining of bauxite,
and the labor cost in the production of aluminum from alumina Is O
to 6 per cent of the total cost.

Calculations for the production cost of aluminum have been made
many times by those competent in the business. Thus Debar gives the
cost for German pruactice as about 16 cents per pound, including in.
terest and investment and amortization of plant. Clacker, of the Brit-
ish Aluminum Co. (Ltd.), has quoted the figure of 12 cents, Collet has
given 8.6 cents for Norweglan practlee, Nissen has given 12 cents for
European practice In general, and Lodin has quoted 11 cents per pound.
Caleulations by the writer for American practice show 13+ cents,
which is amply high.

On the eost of producing aluminum I prefer to take the state-
ment of Mr. Anderson rather than the statement given us by
the Department of Justice, if it were at all important in this
inquiry.

Now, we come to stock control. The Senator from Pennsyl-
vania [Mr. Reep] has told us that Mr. A. W. Mellon owns 16
per cent of the stock of this company or thereabouts, and that
his brother, R. B. Mellon, owns 16 per cent, giving those two
gentlemen a one-third control of the company. I suppose as a
matter of course the Senator from Pennsylvania must be speak-
ing in this matter as the representative of the Aluminum Co.
of America or of Mr. Mellon.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, can not n Sena-
tor address a question to some individual without being ac-
cused of being his representative on the floor of the Senate?
I asked Mr. Mellon how much stock he had and whether he
had any objection to my stating what the figure was. He
answered the gquestion. But I resent the charge that I appear
here as his representative or the company's representative,

Mr. WALSH. 1 have not any apology to make for it. I
wanted to enforce the point that we have no informaticn upon
the subject at all. Mr. Mellon chooses to make the Senator
from Pennsylvania his private confidant concerning this
matter, and we are not informed by any record before us on
the subject at all.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. If the Senator will vermit me
further, it i3 just as competent for me to ask Mr. Mellon, as
I did, and for me to ask Mr. Davis, the president of the com-
pany, as I did, to confirm what Mr. Mellon said, as it is for
the Senator from Montana to quote anonymous, urdated sta-
tistics given by his friend Mr. Anderson in a magazine pub-
lished last January.

Mr. WALSH. I regret that I can not call Mr. Anderson a
friend of mine.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. The idea that becanse I have
asked that guestion I should be charged here with being the
representative in the Senate of Mr, Mellon or the Aluminum
Co. of America does no credit to the Senator who makes the
charge. I am here representing the State of Pennsylvania

and the Nation, of which it is a part, and I take no insults
from the Senator from Montana about that.

Mr. WALSH. Of course, that is not quite parliamentary
langunage for the Senator to use, but we will let it go.

The Senator from Pennsylvania is giving us information in
connection with this report of the Department of Justice which
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is not found in the report or in any document transmitted to us,
and is only information as a matter of course gained from pri-
vate sources. But let us see about this. The Senator com-
plained the other day because I asserted that the Aluminum Co.
of America controlled a Norwegian company in which it owned
50 per cent of the stock, and he advanced the idea that the
control, as I understood him, at least, could not be charged to
any company unless it owned 51 per cent of the stock; but the
Supreme Court of the United States in United States against
Union Pacific Railroad Co. did not take that view. That was
an action brought by the United States to dissolve the com-
bination of the Union Pacific and the Southern Pacific Railroad
Cos., and in its opinion the court said:

The Southern Pacific Co.'s stock held by the Oregon Short Line Co.
for the Union Pacific Co. amounts to $126,650,000 par value in shares
of $100, which constitutes 46 per cent of the Southern Pacific Co.'s
stock, enough, as we have heretofore found, to effectually control the
Southern Pacific Co.

So that it is not necessary to have 51 per cent of the stock
In order to confrol the company, and I entertain no doubt at
all that the control of this company is in the hands of the
gentlemen to whom I have referred.

However, let us see what the report says about it. If Sena-
tors will refer to page 79, they will see that the report tells us:

The control of the company appears—

“Appears,” mind you—

The control of the company appears to rest in the Hall estate, of
which Davis is one of the trustees and votes the stock.

Well, why does it “appear ” to be in the Hall estate? What
are the facts which make it “appear” that the control is in the
Hall estate? How much stock does the Hall estate own, as we
are told in this report? Bear in mind, Mr. President, that
according to the public press and the record that is now being
made by the Federal Trade Commission, that body, through its
recognized attorney, demanded an opportunity to have a list
of the stockholders with their holdings, and the Aluminum Co.
of America refused to give it. Are we to understand that, hav-
ing refused to give a list of the stockholders with their hold-
ings to the representatives of the Federal Trade Commission,
they were quite willing to give a list or to allow the representa-
tive of the Department of Justice to see their stock books?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. The report says so.

Mr. WALSH. Says what?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. That the records show that the
stockholding of A. W, Mellon did not constitute a control.

Mr. WALSH, The report states:

An examination of the stock records of the company discloges that
the stock holdings of A. W. Mellon do not constitute a control, More-
over, that the combined holdings of A. W. Mellon and his brother, R. B.
Mellon, are far from sufficient to constitute a control of the company.

Why do they not give us the figures?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. They did not do so, probably,
because they thought it was none of our business.

Mr. WALSH. Of course, it is part of our business to take
their conclusion that their holdings do not control, but they are
quite unwilling to give us the figures they have in their
possession.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. The figures have been given
for the Secretary of the Treasury, who is the real defendant
in this case, according to the Senator from Montana. It is
none of our business what the other individuals own. There
are some things that are still entitled to privacy in the United
States in spite of recent tendencies.

Mr. WALSH. I do not object at all to the Department of
Justice telling us that they did not have access to the books,
and so could not tell us anything about it, or else saying, “Wae
did have access to the books, and these are the facts.” We
are expected to take their conclusion about these matters. But
suppose, Mr. President, that is the case; suppose an examina-
tion of the books does not disclose a holding of more than 16
per cent by Mr. Mellon and 16 per cent more by his brother,
what does that signify? Everybody knows that in many cor-
porations—and I dare say every man here has had experience in
such matters—stock often stands on the books of a company
in the name of one man when the real ownership is in some one
else. So all he has got to do is to take an indorsement of it,
and, as he controls the corporation, he does not need to make
any transfer on the books of the company.

Mr, MOSES. Is the Senator adding that charge also against
the Secretary of the Treasury?

Mr. WALSH. No; I am not charging anything against him,
I am saying examination of the books of the company does
not necessarily disclose the state of the ownership of the stock.
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Mr. MOSES. The Senator makes a pretty plain insinuation.
Mr. WALSIL. Does the Senator dispute it?

Mr. MOSES., The Senator has no knowledge at all, except
. that the report says an examination of the records shows
so-and-so.

Mr. WALSH. Yes; that is what I am talking about; they
do not give us the figures,

Mr. MOSES. The Senator goes on to insinuate that there is
a falsification of the record, and that the Secretary of the
Treasury has really many more shares than it is shown that
he has.

Mr. WALSH. The Senator knows perfectly well there is no
falsification about it. The record stands so-and-so, and pre-
sumably the stock is issued to the person in whose name it
appears to stand on the books of the company ; but that person
may easily indorse that stock over to anybody else.

Mr. MOSES. That is why I asked if the Senator was also
making that insinuation against the Secretary of the Treasury,

Mr. WALSH. No; I am saying that the fact that the
records of the company show that does not mean anything.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President——

Mr, WALSH. 1 yield to the Senator.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Suppose there is only 33 per cent
ownership in one family; is it not a well-known fact that in
the case of large companies where the stock is pretiy generally
distributed 33 per cent en bloc generally amounts to control?
Nobody will dispute that as to most companies.

Mr. WALSH. I called attention the other day to the fact
that in the Sugar Trust case, as was revealed in the Warren
hearing, the Sugar Trust was obliged to reduce from 42 to 33
per cent its holdings in the Michigan Sugar Co., the court
holding that anything more than 3314 per cent would be a
control of the company.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Evidently implying that 33 per
cent was a safe amount to have.

Mr. WALSH. Yes; you can not possibly go above that; but,
of course, that does not mean the limit at all. Twenty-five
per cent in the case of most corporations gives control to the
persons who hold that much in one block. Even in a political
convention a man who goes in with a block of one-third of the
entire convention controls that convention. Perhaps the Sena-
tor from New Hampshire can confirm that statement.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. That was not the case at
Madison Square Garden.

Mr. MOSES. No; I once went into a convention in that pos-
ture and did not control,

Mr. REED of Missouri. Sinoece the gquestion has been raised
that the registry of the books as to the stock ownership is not
necessarily conclusive, and in connection with that Mr. War-
ren’s name was mentioned, it occurs to me that is a very fine
illustration. Mr. Warren held a large amount of stock; it
happened, however, to belong to the Sugar Trust; and when
we were discussing that question here there was a great deal
of virtuous and indignant protestation from the other side of
the Chamber that we were reflecting unjustly on Mr. Warren;
but the fact was there, and it is a good illustration of what
may be the fact here.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania, Mr. President, are we to find a
verdiet of guilty in this trial that is now being had on the
theory that perhaps the imagination of a Senator is justified
by the facts? Is not that what it comes to?

Mr., REED of Missouri. No.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. There is not a scintilla of
evidence that the facts are as they seem to be imagined.

Mr. REED of Missouri. If the Senator will pardon me, we
have a right, however, in investigating the facts to get the
facts before we make up our minds; and when a report merely
gays that the books of the company disclose a certain condi-
tion as to stock ownership, we all have sense enough fo know
that without any frand, without any wickedness, or without
any connivance, the books of the company may not show the
correct stock ownership. Therefore all the Senator from Mon-
tana is arguing for is true, namely, that we have a right to
know the faects.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. This is going to be a busy
Senate, then, if it is going to run down every possibility of
corporate affiliation.

Mr. REED of Missourf. I think if we followed Mr. Mellon
into all of his lairs and all of his paths, we would be very
busy, and I think that would be a job to undertake.

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, I took occasion in the debate
that occurred in the Senate some weeks ago to point out to
the Senator from Montana that it was enongh from my point
of view to say that a certain thing might happen, and the
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Senator indignantly excoriated me for taking that position. I
want to congratulate him now for shifting his ground,

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, before I leave this particular
subjeet I want to correct an impression that the Senator from
Pennsylvania seems to have, or at least seems to desire to in-
culeate, that we are conducting a trial here. Of course he
is a keen enough lawyer to know that we are not; but in the
galleries a different view might be taken about the matter, In
view of the statement made by the Senator let me say that we
are not conducting any trial at all of Mr. Mellon or anybody else.

We are insisting, Mr. President, that the facts disclosed hera
are sufficiently grave to demand a trial of Mr. Mellon, if you
wish to put 1t in that way, a trial of the Aluminum Co. and
its responsible officers in court, as to whether it has or has not
violated the decree of the Federal court, We find that the De-
partment of Justice will not do so. We are considering the
question whether the facts warrant us in providing that the
work shall be done by some other officers than the branch of the
Government under the Department of Justice,

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, having followed the Senator
with 4 good deal of attention thus far, I have reached two con-
clusions as to what are the contentions he sets up: First of all,
that the Department of Justice is not conducted in the manner
in which it will be conducted in that far-distant day when the
Senator from Montana shall become Attorney General of the
Unifed States.

Mr., WALSH. T thank the Senator.

Mr. MOSES. And, second, that the ingot and rivet and
screw mills of the Aluminum Co. of America are not managed
as the Senator from Montana would manage them. Behind all
that, however, and in view of what the Senator has himself
said to-day and on other oceasions, I think that neither the
galleries nor anyone else ean remain in ignorance that the
target set up here is the Secretary of the Treasury; but be-
hind him, Mr. President, the real target, as I believe, at which
the Senator and his assoclates are aiming is the administration
and the President of the United States. The Senator tried this
method once before in 1924, and he knows how the country
reacted to it.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, that speech ought to keep in
line some of the “regulars” on the other side of the aisle.

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana
yield to the Senator from Iowa?

Mr. WALSH. I yield to the Senator from Iowa.

Mr. CUMMINS. We have reached a point now in which I
am somewhat interested. [Laughter.] I do not know whether
the Senafor from Montana is right or the Attorney General is
right. They differ in opinion with respect to this matter.
They are both good lawyers, I take it, and I think they are
both honest men; but we have before us a motion to adopt a
report that instructs the Judiciary Committee to determine
whether the Attorney General is right or whether the Senator
from Montana is right. I do not quite understand the resolu-
tion that I am informed was read a few moments ago. Is that
intended to be substituted for the report of the Judiciary Com-
mittee?

Mr. WALSH. No; it is not. It is to follow upon the adop-
tion of the report.

Mr. CUMMINS, Is there any proposal to amend the report?

Mr. WALSH. If there is any sticking in the bark because
the recommendation of the report does not conform to the action
which it is proposed that the Senate shall take, I am going
to ask leave to strike out the recommendation.

Mr. CUMMINS. Then, the Senator proposes to leave the
report simply condemning the Department of Justice, without
any recommendation with respect to what should be done?

Mr. WALSH. That would be the practical result; yes.

Mr, CUMMINS. I simply wanted to understand the situation.

Mr. WALSH. Now, Mr. President, I address myself to the
constitutional aspects of this matfer presented by the Senator
from Towa [Mr. Cuaaass], and later by the Senator from
West Virginia [Mr. Gorr].

1 yield to no man, Mr. President, in my reverence for the
Constitution of the United States. I subseribe unreservediy
to the view that it is the greatest work ever produced at
one time by the brain and purpose of man. I indorse un-

equivocally the eloguent encomium of it by Chancellor Kent,
who said that it is the gheet anchor of our liberties at home
and the bulwark that we have against oppression from abroad.
I can not admit that the attachment of the Senator from
Towa to the Constitution is any more ardent than my own;
nor that the fidelity of anyone to the charter of our liberties
and the framework of our Government is to be judged by




1926 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

whether he justifies or condemns particular action of the Con- |
gress of the United Stafes, or either branch of it

It is a peculiar manifestation of vanity in not a few of those
who from time to time oppose legislation on constitutional
grounds to assume that they are more devoted upholders of
the Constitution than their antagonists. It was exhibited in a
ridiculous degree in the generation that precedes ours by Sena-
tors who were popularly believed to represent if they were not
the ereatures of the great vested interests, and who interposed
the Constitution against practically every reform demanded
by public sentiment of their day to arrest or restrain cor- |
porate domination and greed, bringing that great work into
disrepute to a degree beyvond anything it had ever before
guffered. I gladly bear witness to the fact that the Senator
from Iowa [Mr. Cuamyixs] was a protagonist for most of
the relief measures that were thus assailed. 1 wish I had a
clearver conception of the objection which is made to this pro-
ceeding upon constitutional grounds,

What is it that it is proposed to do?

The Senator from Iowa very correctly stated that it was
contemplated by the report of the majority that a further ex-
amination should be made by the Committee on the Judiciary,
and that they should report to the Senate whether in their
judgment a violation of this decree had actually taken place, |
or, at least, whether there was sufficient evidence to lead to |
that conclusion prima facie and thus warrant the institution |
of proceedings for infraction of the decree; and that the Senate |
having found, if they adopt the report, that the Department of |
Justice was not proceeding diligently and in good faith to |
ascertain whether or not a vielation had occurred, we should |
do as we did in the Teapot Dome case, pass a joint resolution |
authorizing the President to appoint some one else to institute
the proeceedings; in other words, Mr. President, that every-
thing that we have done looks forward to the possibility or the ‘

probability of legislation of the character I have indicated.

However, Mr. President, the view has been expressed to me
by many Senators upon both sides of the Chamber who are |
sympathetic with these proceedings that the evidence already |
before us is such as to justify the institution of proceedings
withont any further delay ; and that is the view entertained by |
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Ronixsox], who proposes to |
present a joint resolution looking to that end. Since I Lave
had an opportunity to go over this matter again, Mr. President. |
and particularly since I have had an opportunity to consider
the real effect of these restrictive conditions in the contracts
between the Aluminum Co. of Ameriea and the Budd Co. and |
the Fisher Co., I myself am satisfied that a further investiga-
tion by the Judiciary Committee is entirely unnecessary, and
that we would be wholly warranted in immediately passing a
joint resolution for the appointment of special counsel,

In that situation of affairs, Mr. President, what is the ob-
jection upon constitutional grounds? It can be nothing more
nor less than a repetition of the objection made in the Teapot
Dome case against the proceedings there, offered by Mr. Sin-
clair through his attorney, Martin W. Littleton. He insisted,
bear in mind, not at all that the Congress of the United States
could not pass a joint resolution of that character.

That was not his contention. He did not contend that the
Senate of the United States was not empowered under the
Constitution to conduct an investigation. All he contended for
was that if it did enter upon such an investigation outside
of what might be regarded as its judicial or quasi-judicial
duties, it could not compel the attendance of a witness, or, if
the witness appeared, it could not compel him to testify; in
other words, that the Senate could not punish for contempt the
contumacy of a witness called before an investigating com-
mittee. But now we go beyond that. This is no question
of contempt at all. This is a question simply of the power of
the Senate to conduct an investigation into whether or not
an officer of the Government or a department of the Govern-
ment has faithfully discharged its duties, and, if it finds that
it has not, whether it has the power to pass legislation to
correct the evil.

But, Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa seems to have
changed his mind about this matter. Apparently, when the
Teapot Dome resolution was before him, he had no misgivings
about the power of the Senate in the premises.

It will be recalled that in that connection I offered a resolu-
tion as a substitute for the resolution of the Senator from
Arkansas [Mr. CArawAy] which provided:

That the Dresident of the United States be, and he hereby ls.|
authorized and directed immediately to cause suit to be instituted and |
prosecuted for the annulment and cancellation of the said leases and |
contraet and all contracts Incidental or supplemental thereto, to enjoin
further extraction of oill from the said reserves under said leases or |
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from the territory covered by the same, to secure any further appro-
priate incidental relief, and to prosecute such other actions or pro-
ceedings, civil and criminal, as may be warranted by the facts in rela-
tion to the making of the said leases and contract.

And the President is further authorized and directed to appoint,
by and with the adviee and consent of the Senate, special counsel
who shall have charge and control of the prosecution of such litiga-
tion, anything in the statutes touching the powers of the Attorney
General of the Department of Justice to the contrary notwithstanding.

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, that is the resolution finally
adopted, is it not?

Mr. WALSH. That is the resolution finally adopted. Upon
that a vote was taken, and I find that there were 89 yeas,
including the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Comamiss], and no
nays—a rather significant indication of the views of the Sen-
ate with reference to its power in the premises. Later on a
joint resolution came to us from the House providing for the
appointment of special counsel, and appropriating $100,000
for the purpose of carrying out the provisions of this reso-
lution; and I find by the Recorp that it was passed in this
body without a record vote and without a dissenting vote.

If this means anything, it means that the House of Repre-
sentatives as well as the Senate entertained no doubt what-
ever concerning the propriety of the proceedings. But if
the contention is correct, Mr. President, that all of these pro-
ceedings were without any constitutional warrant at all, what
follows? It follows as a matter of course that former Sena-
tor Pomerene and Mr. Roberts are without any authority
at all in the premises, and necessarily that their presence
before the grand jury in securing the indictments now pend-
ing was an intrusion upon their part and vitiated those in-
dictments, It is true, Mr. President, that the clever, the
able, the adroit counsel for Mr. Doheny and AMr., Sinclair
never thought of this idea at all; but now it is discovered
that everything we did in that matter was without warrant
under the Constitution.

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, may I bring the Senator back
to the earlier phase of the discussion? Did I understand
the Senator to say that as the result of his reflection upon
this question he had conciuded that the investigation by
the Committee on the Judiciary was unnecessary, or was
unconstitutional ?

Mr. WALSH. That it was unnecessary.

Mr. MOSES. The Senator still maintains that it wonld be
constitutional?

Mr. WALSH. I have not the slightest doubt about it, for
reasons to which I shall now advert.

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for
a moment?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana
yield to the Senator from Iowa?

Mr. WALSH. Yes.

Mr. CUMMINS. I have no hesitation in changing my mind
when I think that I ounght to change it. You will remember
that Emerson sald that * Consistency is the hobgoblin of small
men and mean minds™; and therefore I should suffer no
humiliation if T should admit a change in my opinion. I do
not, however, recognize any conflict between the vote I ecast in
1924 and the position I now occupy. I endeavored to point out
the entire consistency of the two when I addressed the Senate
the other day.

There is no doubt about the validity of the employment or
the authority of the special counsel appointed by the President
in that case. The President was the only man who could
raise the question of our constitutional right to direct him to
employ special counsel.

When he did appoint special counsel, and when the Senate
did advise and consent to that appointment, the constitutional
question had passed into absolute oblivion. It was not possible
for anybody at any time to raise the question, and, as I pointed
ont yesterday, the difference between this case and that—
although if the recommendation made in the majority report
is withdrawn, the point I am now making will not arise—is
that it was specifically recited in the resolutions of 1924, at
least in two of them, that the investigations were being con-
ducted for the purpose of aiding legislation, and while people
have different views with regard to this guestion, I have ad-
mitted time and again that the Senate has the power to earry
on an investigation in aid of legislation. I think it has the
power to punish a confumacious witness for refusal to appear,
or refusal to answer, without any recourse to the courts at all,
I tried to make that perfectly clear, But this report upon
which I supposed we were to vote proposed an inquiry into
violation or nonviolation of the decree of the court, purely a
Jjudicial proceeding, and I thought, and I submitted it with all
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deference to the better opinion of my associates, that the Sen-
ate had no authority to conduct an investigation.

When the question arises, as it will arise, upon the joint
resolution proposed to be introduced by the Senator from
Arkansas, I will take the opportunity and the liberty of giving
my views with regard to both the wisdom and the constitu-
tionality of that legislation; but I hope that the Senator from
Montana will recognize that from my standpoint at least there
is a difference between the report of the Judiciary Committee
in this case, and the questions arising upon the resolutions
offered in the Teapot Dome case.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I still find myself altogether
muddled about the position taken by the Senator from Iowa.
But if I gather accurately the views he entertains, they may
be expressed in this way: The action which we took in the
Teapot Dome case in passing a resolution providing for the
employment of special counsel to prosecute that litigation was
unconstitutional, and the President would have been entirely
justified in treating it so——

Mr. CUMMINS. No, Mr. President——

Mr. WALSH. And in declining to act in accordance with it,
and nominating and sending to the Senate the nominations for
the positions provided for.

Mr. CUMMINS. The Senator did not understand me to say
that?

Mr, WALSH. Yes; I did.

Mr. CUMMINS. What I said—not to-day, of course, but on
a former occaslon—was that in my judgment the command,
the direction, to the President to appoint special counsel, was
not warranted by the Constitution.

Mr. WALSH. The Senator will bear in mind that the reso-
lution said * authorized and directed.”

Mr. CUMMINS. “Authorized and directed"” is the same
thing as “authorized and commanded.”

Mr, WALSH. Yes; I am not referring to any distinction
between * directed” and * commanded.”

Mr, CUMMINS. When the President did appoint, of course
his appointment was valid. No one could question the validity
of the appointment.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Under an unconstitutional law?

Mr. CUMMINS. Certainly.

AMr. REED of Missouri. That is, an unconstitutional law can
create authority for an unconstitutional act?

Mr, CUMMINS. The President had a right to waive it if
he wanted to.

Mr. REED of Missouri. His sole right to appoint was under
that act.

Mr. CUMMINS. I differ with the Senator.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas, Mr. President, if the Senator
will permit me, the point is that in the Teapot Dome resolu-
tion the President was directed to make the appointments.
and the Senator voted for that resolution. In this resolution
we only propose to authorize him to do so.

Mr. CUMMINS, Certainly, In the resolution T have just
read the point does not arise at all.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Has the Senator now any
doubt as to the right of the Congress to pass the resolution
which I have submitted to the Senator and which is proposed
to be introduced?

Mr. CUMMINS. I will defer my answer to that question
until it has been considered by the Judiciary Committee, of
which my friend from Missouri [Mr. Reep] and my friend
from Montana [Mr. Warsu] are both distinguished members.
We will discuss that guestion when that resolution is under
consideration by the Judiciary Committee,

I am only insisting that there is a vast difference between
investigating the oil lands of the United States, the leases
that have been made to dispose of them, and the best manner
of conserving that natural resource and the legislation that
might follow, and investigating the question of whether the
Aluminum Co. of America has committed a crime in violation
of the decree of 1912,

Mr, WALSH. I hope the Senator will make that perfectly
clear. We conducted the Teapot Dome investigation under
the belief that a crime had been committed; and indictments
have now been found for bribery and conspiracy to defraud
the United States. There was a purpose, no doubt, to enact
whatever additional legislation might be necessary to conserve
this property, but that was an additional thing. What we were
after was to expose the corrupt practices of those involved
and bring them to justice before the criminal courts.

Mr. CUMMINS. Precisely.

Mr. WALSH. How does the Senator find any difference be-
tween a crime springing out of the despoilment of the publie in
Its resources and such a crime as this charged here, or, rather,
within the category of crimes?
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Mr, CUMMINS, I will put another case to the Senator to
illustrate my view of it.

Suppose the Senafor from Montana were to charge that a
violation of the liquor law, the Volstead Act, with which my
friend from Missouri is so much in love, had been committed;
suppose he should charge that the distriet attorney for the
western distriet of Missouri had indicted a man for a violation
of that law without cause, and he would ask for a committee
of the Senate to investigate the alleged crime and ascertain
whether the man had committed the crime or had not. That
is a case exactly parallel with the one we have now before us
in this report.

Let me put it in another way. Suppose the district attorney
had not indicted a man for robbing the mail who the Senator
from Missouri believed ought to be indicted. Suppose the
Senator from Missouri had looked into the ease and satisfled
himself that the man was a criminal and ought to be indicted,
but the district attorney in his State did not seek to indiet him.
The Senator from Missouri comes to his place in the Senate and
introduces a resolution directing the Judielary Committee to
inquire whether that crime was committed or not and to prose-
cute an inquiry into the good faith of the district attorney in
the prosecution of the crime. If he satisfies the Judiciary Com-
mittee and afterwards the Senate, then he introduces a joint
resolution that Tom Jones be appointed a special prosecutor——

Mr. WALSH. Obh, no, no; just a moment.

Mr, CUMMINS. To present to the grand jury in the western
distriet of Missouri the facts in the case for the purpose of
getting an Indictment.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President——

Mr. CUMMINS. I will correct that.

Mr. WALSH. The Senator would not undertake to say that.

Mr. CUMMINS, I did not state it correctly, but I will do
so. Let us suppose that we aunthorize or direct the President
to appoint a new district attorney, or an additional district
attorney, for the western district of Missouri to prosecute the
crime. Then we have a case exactly parallel.

Mr. WALSH. Yes, Mr. President; in regard to the power
to act. I have not the slightest doubt in the world that we
would have the power to provide for the employment of two
district attorneys for the western district of Missouri. There
is no doubt in the world about that, and I do not think the
Senator can doubt it.

Mr. CUMMINS. I have no doubt about it.

Mr. WALSH. That is just exactly what we could do. Of
course, we would not do anything of the kind, because we are
not children.

Mr. CUMMINS. I know——

Mr. WALSH. We are supposed to act with some degree of
ordinary common sense, and this appeal is made, not against
a violation of the prohibition act out in the western distriet
of Missouri. We appealed to this power of the Congress in
the Teapot Dome case because it was aimed at an ex-member
of the Cabinet. We appeal to it in this case because the offense,
if there iz an offense, is against a member of the Cabinet, and
I undertake to say it is beyond the ordinary expectation of
human nature that an Attorney General will prosecute dili-
gently and in good faith a case against a fellow member of the
Cabinet. I assert that we should never hesitate whenever an
oceasion of that kind arises to provide for the appointment
of a special attorney to prosecute,

Mr, CUMMINS. Mr. President, I know we are not children.
Sometimes I wish we were. I know that the Senator from
Montana would not pursne the course I have suggested and
I am sure the Senator from Missouri would not. But, when
we begin this course, those who come after us will do the
very things that I have pointed out. Just take as an illus-
tration the Teapot Dome ease. It is pending, I understand,
in the cireuit court of appeals, The Government was de-
feated in that case and it has taken an appeal to the circuit
court of appeals. Suppose the cirenit court of appeals affirms
the decree of the court below. Then, under the view taken
by the Senator from Montana, the Senate could institute an
inquiry into the soundness of the decision of the cireanit court
of appeals, and if it believed that its opinion was unsound
it could aunthorize the President to appoint another eircmit
court of appeals. The Senator from Missouri shakes his head.
Certainly it could. There is no doubt about that.

Mr. WALSH. Not in the slightest. We can ereate 20 courts
of appeals if we want to.

Mr. CUMMINS. We can establish just as many ecircuit
courts of appeals as we want to.

Mr. REED of Missouri. But they can not try that case again.

Mr. CUMMINS. Undoubtedly it could try the case again
in just this way——

Mr, REED of Missouri, No—

£
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Mr. CUMMINS. The Senator will take that back in just a
moment, when I make my suggestion to him. It is a very un-
likely case, I know very well, but when passion would run
high at some day in the future we might do those things just
the same. We could have another circuit court of appeals ap-
pointed with aunthority to entertain, as this circuit court of
appeals could, a petition for rehearing, and then the former
decree of the court could be reviewed. Now, let us not enter
upon any such course as that.

Mr, WALSH. I hope not.

Mr. CUMMINS. Of course, we are not entering upon it.

Mr. WALSH. And I have not the slightest fear that we
shall.

Mr. CUMMINS. But, after all, the constitutional question is
just the same.

Mr. WALSH. Of course, I do not understand that the Sena-
tor even questions the constitutional power. If we become dis-
gatisfled with the decision of any circuit court of appeals we
can create another circuit court of appeals, and we can create
another circuit court of appeals for any reason that seems
sufficient to us.

Mr. CUMMINS. I think so,

Mr. WALSH. 8o that the Senator i3 not discussing any con-
stitutional question at all. He is simply now considering a
question of policy and speaks of a possibility that is simply
beyond expectation.

Mr. CUMMINS. There is a constitutional question that will
arise in connection with the resolution that will be proposed
by the Senator from Arkansas. I express no opinion upon fit,
nor have I done so up to this time, but one can easily see the
controversy that may arise. The question will be, Has the
Senate the power to assign the officer who is authorized to be
appointed by the President to the duty of prosecuting this par-
ticular ease or submitting to the court in the western district
of Pennsylvania the question whether the decree has been
violated or not? I am not expressing any opinion upon that
point, but one can easily see that the questlon will arise.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, will the Sena-
tor from Montana yield to me? .

Mr. WALSH. Certainly.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The Senator from Iowa has
asked the question whether the Senate has that power. No
one contends that the Senate has that power, but the legislative
power, which consists of the Congress, can deprive the Attorney
General of all his functions. It can abolish the office of Attor-
ney General and create other agencies to perform those fune-
tions. It ean do that whole thing, or it can do the lesser thing
and bj law deprive any executive officer created by law of
either the whole or a part of his functions.

Mr. CUMMINS. T suppose the Senator would say by parity
of reasoning that Congress could appoint a judge or could aun-
thorize the President to appoint a judge for the trial of a
particular case. I do not believe that it ean be done,

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, will the Senator
permit a question?

Mr. WALSH. I yield to the Senator,

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I am concerned to know what
it is that the Senate ls working on at this time. - On looking
over the majority report I find that it contains two recommen-
dations. The last one is that the Federal Trade Commission
be directed to forward certain evidence to the Committee on
the Judiciary. That has already been ordered by the Senate
in the passage of its resolution several days ago. The only
other recommendation in the majority report is that there be
an inquiry by the Judiciary Committee to see whether or not a
violation of the decree has occurred. The Senator from Mon-
tana, who presented the report, has said that he is not going
to urge the adoption of that recommendation. We have
changed from the guestion raised by the motion fo adopt the
report to the question that will be presented if the Senator
from Arkansas presents his proposed resolution; but it seems
to me—and I would like the Senator from Montana to en-
lighten us about it—that as the matter now stands the Senate
has no business before it.

Mr. WALSH. Oh, yes; it has.

Mr. MOSES. Oh, yes.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Technically, yes, the motion to
adopt the report is before the Senate; but the two recommenda-
tions of the report having been dealt with, one by the passage
of a resolution several days ago and the other by the Senator’s
avowed intention to abanden it, I wondered what was before
the Senafe.

Mr. WALSH. That does not affect the situation in the-

slightest degree.
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er. REED of Pennsylvania. The parliamentary situation is
clear.

Mr. WALSH. It is perfecily clear and there is no doubt
about it. The fact is that the action taken and the action con-
templated render quite nugatory, if 1 may use the term, or at
least obsolete the last paragraph of the report. That is all
there is to it.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. The Senator then expects to ask
the Senate to adopt all of the report except the last paragraph?

Mr, WALSH. Yes; except the last paragraph.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Of course the Senator would
have to do that by motion, I presume,

Mr. WALSH. I suppose we can amend the report before
acting upon it,

Mr. MOSES. The committee could do so.

Mr. CUMMINS. The Senator asks the Senate to affirm every
recital made in the majority report.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. As I understand it, the Sena-
tor is proposing himself, without a vote of the committee and
without recommitment of the report, to amend the committee’s
report. I am curious to know if he ean do that.

Mr. WALSH. If I understand the position of the Senator,
a report coming to the Senate must be adopted verbatim ; that
we can not cross a “t" or dot an “i”; that it must be
adopted verbatim or it must be rejected.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Certainly. The Senator him-
self can not amend the report.

Mr, REED of Missouri. Does the Senator doubt that the
first paragraph of the report can be accepted and the rest of
it rejected or that all of the report except the last paragraph
can be accepted?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. He can move in the Senate
to amend the report by striking out the last paragraph and
taking a vote on it,

Mr. MOSES. There is no question about that.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. We will take care of that
when we reach it. Do not worry about that.

Mr. WALSH. This is just quibbling. It is easy enoungh to
amend the motion by making a motion that the report save
the last paragraph shall be adopted. There is no trouble about
such things.

Mr. Presldent, I was diverted from the conrse of my argu-
ment. I have referred to the arguments made by the Senator
from Iowa [Mr. Cummins]. I now want to say that we lis-
tened on yesterday to an elaborate exposition by the Senator
from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr] of the view that the Senate is
without the power to punish for contempt a witness who
refuses to appear before a committee investigating any mat-
ter, or who, appearing, refuses to testify. All of the authori-
ties to which he referred were cited to us and all of the argu-
ments that he advanced were made by Mr. Littleton before
the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys and have been
repeated in the Supreme Court of the United States in the
case of John J. MecGrain against Mally 8. Daugherty, the
so-called Mal Dangherty case.

I am not going to spend any considerable time upon that
matter. I am simply going to call attention to the argument
of the Attorney General of the United States, Harlan F.
Stone, now an Associate Justice of the Supreme Court of the
United States, combatting that view. I will allow the Attor-
ney General of the United States to make the argmment for
me against the contention made by the Senator from West
Virginia on yesterday.

Considerable has been said, chiefly, I may say, by the Sena-
for from Iowa [Mr. CommiNs] concerning the want of power
in the Senate of the United States to inquire into this matter
because it is an inquiry concerning the commission of a crime
or the violation of a decree resulting in a contempt that is
analogous to a crime. Whatever view with respeect to that
matter may be taken by the Supreme Court of the United
States, it is a settled matter in this body that the Senate of
the United States not only has the power to conduct the investi-
gation but that it bas the power to punish for contempt, or at
least to enforce the testimony of witnesses by proceedings
analogous to contempt. It so ruled in a most historic inguiry.
I read about it from the brief of Aftorney General Stone in
the case to which I have referred. This was the celebrated
John Brown raid, which came under consideration by the
Senate of the United States in the year 1859. 1 read:

In December, 1859, the Senate, by resolutlon, appointed a com-
mittee to inquire into the facts concerning the invasion and selzure
of the armory and arsenal at Harper's Ferry by a band of armed
men and report whether the same was attended by armed resistance
to the authorities and public forces of the United States, and the
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murder of any citizens of Virginla or any troops sent there to protect
publie property ; whether snch invasion wag made under color of any
organization intended to subvert the government of any of the States
of the Union, the character and extent of such organization; whether
any citizens of the United States not present were implicated therein
or accessory thereto by contributions of money, arms, ammunition, or
otherwise ; the character and extent of the military equipments in the
hands or under the control of said armed band; where, how, and when
the same were obtained and transported to the place invaded: also
to report what legislation, if any, was necessary by the Government
for the further preservation of the peace of the country and the pro-
tection of public property; the committee to have power to send for
persons and papers.

In February, 1860, the committee reported that Thaddens Hyatt,
of the city of New York, was on January 24 duly summoned to appear
befare the committee and had failed and refused to do so. Therenpon,
a resolution was adopted directing the Sergeant at Arms fo take into
his custody the body of the said Thaddens Hyatt and to have the same
forthwith before the bar of the Senate to answer as for a contempt
of its authority.

Pursuant to this resolution, Hyatt was brought before the bar, and
a resolution was adopted, after a long debate, by a vote of 44 ayes and
10 noes, directing him to he committed by the Sergeant at Arms to
the common jail of the District of Columbia, to be kept in close cus-
tody until he should signify his willingness to answer the questions
proponnded to him by the Benate,

In the course of the debate preceding the adoption of this preamble
and resolution Mr. Charles Sumner, of Massachusetts, argned that the
Sennte had no power to compel testimony required for legislative pur-
poses only, using the language quoted by Judge Cochran in his opinion
in the District court (Rec, pp. 82-33).

That is Judge Cochran who was the judge who heard the
Mal Daugherty case in the lower court and who quoted in his
opinion from the argument of Charles Sumner.

Oun the other hand, Senmator Fessenden, of Maine, strongly supported
the existence of power in Congress to compel the attendaoce and testi-
mony and production of books and papers bearing upon any question
proper for consideration by such House, to aid it in the discharge of
its legislative functions., Answering the argument that the power to
compel the attendance and testimony of private citizens in aid of
legislation was nowhere conferred upon the Congress by the Constitu-
tion, and that, unlike the English I'arliament, Congress was one of
limited powers, controlled by a written Constitution, and that all
powers not granted to it were reserved to the States respectively or to
the people, Mr. Fessenden said (Congressional Globe, 1st sess., 36th
Cong., p. 1102) :

* The great purpose is legislation. There are some other things, but
I speak of legislation as the principal purpose. Now, what do we pro-
pose io do here? We propose to legislute upon a given state of facts,
perhaps, or under a given necessity. Well, sir, proposing to legislate,
we want information. We have it not ourselves. It is not to be pre-
sumed that we know everyihing; and if anybody does presume it, 1t
is a very great mistake, as we know by experience. We want informa
tion on certain subjects. llow are we to get it? The Senator says
ask for it, I am ready to ask for it; but suppose the person whom
we ask will not give it to us; what then? Have we not power to com-
pel him to come before us? Is this power, which has been exereised
by parliament, and by all legislative bodies down to the present day
without dispute—the power to inguire into subjects upon which they
are disposed to legislate—lost to vs? Are we not in the possession of
it? Are we deprived of it simply becanse we hold our power here
under a Constitution which defines what our duties are, and what we
are called upon to do?

“ Congress have appointed committees after committees, time after
time, to make inquirles gn subjects of legislation, Had we not power
to do it? Nobody questioned our authority to do it. We have given
them authority to send for persons and papers during the recess. No-
body questioned our authority. We appoint committees during the ses-
gion, with power to send for persons and papers, Have we not that
authority, if necessary to legislation?”

So far Mr. Fessenden, of the State of Maine:

Mpe. Crittenden, of Missouri, also argued in favor of the existence
of the power in each House, saying (p. 1105) :

“1 come now to a question where the cooperation of the two branches
is not necessary. There are some things that the SBenate may do.
How? According to a mode of its own. Are we to ask the other
branch of the legislature to concede by law to us the power of making
euch an inguiry as we are now making? Has not cach branch the
right to make what Inquiries and investigation it thinks proper to
mnke for its own action? TUndoubtedly. You say we must have a
law for it. Can we have a law? Is it not, from the very nature of the
case, incidental to you as a Senate, if you, as a Senate, have the power
of iostituting an inguiry and of proeveding with that inguiry? I have
endeavored to show that we have that power. We have a right, in
consequence of It, a pecessary Incidental power, to summon witnesses,
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if witneeses are necessary. Do we require the conenrrence of the other
Honse to that? It is a power of our own. If you have a right to do
the thing of your own motion, you must have all powers that are neces-
sary to do it. s

“ The means of earrying into effect by law all the granted powers is
given where legislation is applicable and necessary, but there are sub-
ordinate matters, not amounting to laws; there are inquirics of the
one House or the other House, which each House has a right to con-
duct; which each has, from the beginning, exercised the power to con-
duct; and each has, from the begiuning, summoned witnesses, Thig
has been the practice of the Government from the beginning, and if we
have a right to summon the witness all the rest follows as a matter of
course,

Then, Mr. President, the vote was taken, and, as is shown, it
stood 49 to 10. It was not a partisan vote at all; the Repnb-
licans voted with Democrats in favor of the conclusions ex-
pressed by those two learned Senators, and party feeling at the
time, as Senators know, ran very high. What applieation did
Attorney General Stone make of this? Thus he argued—I am
reading from page 70 of his brief:

The Department of Justice is one of the great executive branches
of the Government. It is created by statute (Revised Statutes, Title
VIIT). The duties of the Attorney General and his assistants are
in great measure defined by law. Annually Congress, with the con-
carrence of both Houses, appropriates large sums of money to be
expended for the purpose of enforcing the law or defending the Gov-
ernment againgt claims in the courts, under the direction of the
Attorney General and his assistanis. Can it possibly be said that the
discovery of any facts showing the neglect or failure of the Attorney
General or his assistants properly to discharge the duties imposed
upon them by law can not be and would nmot naturally be used by
Congress as the bagis for new legislation safeguarding the interests
of the Government and making more improbable in the future the
commission of any illegal or improper acts which might be shown to
have been committed in the past?

Mr, Harry M. Daugherty, the Attorney General against whom the
resolution primarily was directed, resigned his office on Mareh 28,
1924 (rec. p. 3), after the passage of the first and before the second
Senate resolution. But neither before nor after such resignation
had the Senate any power of removal over him, save and except when
sitting to {ry articles of impeachment brought against him by the
House of Representatives. Nor has the Senate any power of removal
of any of the subordinates in the Department of Justice referred to
In the resolntion of March 1. Therefore it has no judicial power in
the premiscs. But how can it be claimed that information secured
upon the juvestigation regarding the suggested failure of the former
Attorney General, or his associates or subordinates, to properl , effi-
clently, and promptly prosecute or defend clalms against or y the
United States might not disclose defects in the system of conducting
the work of the department which could be remedied by etatutory
regulations within the power of (ongress to emact? Is not this the
legitimate object of the Inguiry, and is not this court bound to adopt
that construction of the resolution so long as it is possible, rather
than to Impute to the Senate of the United States a purpose outside
of its constitutional functions?

So, Mr. President, the Attorney General argnes, and argues
upon perfectly sound suthority, which I shall not take the
time to dilate upon here, that the suggestion made by the
Senator from Towa that there is a difference, because in those
resolutions it was recited that the investigation was instituted
in aid of legislation, has no support in either reason or au-
thority; that the Senate when it conducts an investigation is
presumed to do it in aid of legislation; and here we need not
follow any presumption about the matter at all, because, as
the Senate has been advised, it is contemplated that legislation
shall be enacted by the Congress of the United States pursuant
to the facts as disclosed by this investigation.

There is just one other word that I want to say in respect
to this matter and I am through. The Senator from lowa
seeks to raise some kind of a distinction—I must again confess
that I do not comprehend it—between the matter now before
us and the Teapot Dome case, because that was an offense
direcily against property of the United States while this is an
offense of a somewhat different character. However, the case
to which I have adverted, Mr. President, did not arise out of
the Teapot Dome investigation at all; it arose out of the in-
vestigation resnlting from the resolution introduced by my
collengue, the junior Senator from Montana [Mr. WHEELER],
to cause an investigation of the practices of the Department
of Justice. There was no guestion of property involved in this
matter at all. The simple question was as to whether the
Department of Justice had diligently and in good faith dis-
charged the duties of that office as imposed upon it by the law.
What has been said here is not with reference to the Teapot
Dome matter or the Elk Hills matter at all, but with reference
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to the resolution which directed an investigation into the prac-
tices and proceedings of the Department of Justice.

What is the difference, Mr. President, between a crime which
also involves an offense against the property of a particular
individual and a crime which does not?

I go to the district attorney and complain that Jones has
stolen some property of mine. I want to vindicate the law
and I want to get back my property. In another case I go
before the district attorney and say that Jones has violated
the Volstead Act. You can not distinguish between the two

.cases; they are both crimes under the law; the same rules

apply to them whether the offense involves an injury done
to the complaining witness or not. There is no such distine-
tion as that in the law that I know anything about.

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I have not attempted to
make any such distinction. I think the Senator from Montana
must have misunderstood me,

Mr. WALSH., That is quite likely, because I have been mis-
understanding the Senator right along.

Mr. CUMMINS. That seems to occur often; but it will not
oceur 80 often in the future. My snggestion is this: The
Aluminum Co. is charged with the commission of a crime for
a contempt of court in violating the court's decree. We do
not intend to legislate; it is not suggested that we are going
to change the antitrust law or that we are going to change the
Clayton Antitrust Act.

Mr. WALSH, No; but it is suggested that we are going
to change the law applicable to the duties of the Department
of Justice.

Mr. CUMMINS. Precisely. The only proposition is to
remove one of the officers of the Department of Justice.

Mr. WALSH. No.

Mr. CUMMINS. Or all of them, for that matter,

Mr. WALSH. No.

Mr. CUMMINS. They are all to be removed?

Mr. WALSH. No:; that is not an aceurate statement at all.

Mr. CUMMINS. They are to be removed so far as their
management or control of this case s concerned.

Mr. WALSH. No; they are not to be removed at all.

Mr. CUMMINS. My view of it has been that that removal,
which we are attempting to effectuate through the joint reso.
lution which I am informed will presently be offered, is nol
legislation. That is the point I make. It does not make
any difference whether it is Government property or the
property of an individual. If, however, this is legislation
within the contemplation of the Constitution, then my point
is not well taken.

Mr. WALSH. If it is not legislation within the Constitution,
neither is the action relative to the Teapot Dome legislation.

Mr. CUMMINS. I am not attempting to defend the Teapot
Dome legislation in all its parts. It undoubtedly was intended
to accomplish a righteous purpose, and there are some things
in it that have met with my entire approval, but I am not to be
called upon to defend all parts of it.

Mr. WALSH. I am not speaking about defending all parts
of it; I am asking the Senator to defend only that part of it
which provides for the appointment of special counsel, who
shall have control of the case to the exclusion of the Depart-
ment of Justice.

Mr. CUMMINS. DPrecisely.

Mr. WALSH., With respect to that, this resolution is iden-
tical with it

Mr. CUMMINS. I agree to that.

Mr. WALSH. And if this iIs not legislation that was not
legislation, and accordingly, sir, if It is not leglslation, it
affords no justification for anything done under it.

Accordingly the employment of Pomerene and Roberts was
void because we can not confer any power upon the President
of the United States by unconstitutional legislation.

Mr. CUMMINS. I think that is true.

Mr. WALSH. Very well, Then if that legislation is uncon-
stitutional, it conferred no power upon the President of the
United States, and his action in appointing those men is with-
out legality, and everything they did was without authority.

Mr. CUMMINS. That I do not agree to. I think their
appointment was entirely constitutional.

Mr., WALSH. Under an unconstitutional law?

iLIri?(JUMl'u[ISS. In what respect was the law unconstitu-
tiona

Mr, WALSH. I do not entertain the idea at all, but I under-
stand the Senator does.

Mr. CUMMINS. No; I have not sald so. It is the Senator
from Montana who is suggesting unconstitutionality in that
law, not myself.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr, President——
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LA FoLLETTE in the chair).
Does the Senator from Montana yield to the Senator from
Missonri? :

Mr, WALSH. 1 yield.

Mr., REED of Missouri. I wish to inquire if the Senate
does mot think it is about time to apply cloture to the inter-
ruptions?

Mr, WALSH. Mr. President——

Mr. REED of Missouri. I have no reference, of course, to
the Senator from Montana.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I submit this case to the judg-
ment of the Senate. I believe that the report of the majority
of the Judiciary Committee is abundantly justified by the dis-
closures that were made before that committee and reviewed
here. I think a case has been presented which not only war-
rants but demands that the further conduct of this matter be
taken out of the hands of the Department of Justice and put in
the hands of special counsel.

Mr. CUMMINS, Mr. President, I desire to understand just
what the Senator from Montana desires in the way of amend-
ing his report before we huve a vote upon it.

Mr. WALSH. I think we will iet it stand just as it is.

Mr. CUMMINS. The Senator makes no change in the
report?

Mr. WALSH. No.

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, I thought I wunderstood the
Senator from Mentana to say that he purposed to move to
amend the report. $

Mr. WALSH. No; I think the criticiems are casuistie, and
I will ask for a vote on the report just as it stands.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I cal! for the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LA ForLerTE in the chair).
The yeas and nays are demanded.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. BMr., President, I suggest the
absence of a quornm,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsyl-
vania suggests the absence of a quornm The Secretary will
call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sena-
tors answered to their names:

Bayard Fess Mayfield Sheppard
Bingham Fletcher Metealf Simmons
Blease Frazier Moses Smith
Borah George Neely Smoot
Bration Goff Norbeck Stephens
Brookhart Gooding Nye Swanson
Broussard Hale Oddie Tyson
Bruce, Harris Overman Wadsworth
Butler Heflin Pepper Walsh
Cameron Howell Pine Warren
Capper Jones, Wash. Ransdell Wutson
Couzens Keyes Reed, Mo. Williams
Cummins La Follette Reed, Pa. Willis
Curtis Lenroot Robinson, Ark.

Dill McKellar Robinson, Ind.

Edwards MeNary Backett

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I desire to announce that the senior
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SEipsTEAD] is unavoidably ab-
sent. I ask that this announcement may stand for the day.

Mr. CAMERON, I desire to announce that the Senator from
Oregon [Mr. Srtaxriern], the Senator from Colorado [Mr.
Mgaxs], and the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Pirtman] are in
attendance on the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys.

Mr. HOWELL. I desire to announce that the senior Sena-
tor from Nebraska [Mr. Nommis] is confined to his room by
illness.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-one Senators having an-
swered to their names, a quornm is present.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, in order to avoid confusion, I
beg leave to amend my motion to adopt the report of the ma-
jority so that it shall read:

I move to adopt the report of the majority save for the last para-
graph thereof.

Mr. OVERMAN. That is, to strike out that part of the re-
port which asks for an investigation?

Mr. WALSH. The part that I will read. The last para-
graph reads as follows:

It has been deemed to be quite outside the scope of the resolution
under which the committee acted to inguire whether such a violation
has actually occurred or not; that is to say, whether evidence is avafl-
able to establish such a violation. In view, however, of the doubts
aroused as to the vigor and good faith of the Department of Justice,
it is recommended that the Senate be asked to instruct the committee
to enter upon that inquiry and to that end that it direct the com-
mission to transmit to the committee for its use any evidence:in its
possession relating to the subject of violatioms by the Aluminum Co.
of America of the decree against it entered in the District Court for the
Western District of Pennsylvania on June 7, 1012,
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Mr. OVERMAN,
out?

Mr. WALSH. Yes.

Mr. OVERMAN. The Senator very well knows that I signed
the report with the understanding that there would be no
extended investigation. The Senator said in his speech very
frankly and very candidly, and also in his resolution, that he
did not intend any extended investigation. That was my idea
all the time, and that is the reason why I signed the majority
report.

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I ghould like to ask the Senafor
from Montana a question. As I understand, then, the report
with that elimination comes down to simply a censure of the
Attorney General for delay and for ignorance of litigation be-
fore his deparfment?

Mr. WALSH. Yes. 2

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr, President, I do not rise
for the purpose of addressing the Senate, but deem it proper
to say that if the report is adopted by the vote now about to be
taken I shall propose the joint resolution which has been
referred to during the course of the debate, and which, for the
information of the Senate, I ask to have read.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the joint
resolution for the information of the Senate.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

Resolved, ete., That the President of the United States be, and he Is
hereby, authorized, by and with the advice of the Senate, to appoint
special counsel who shall be and is hereby empowered to Institute and
prosecute all such proceedings, civil or criminal, as may be neccssary
or appropriate to determine whether the Aluminum Co. of America
has been guilty of any infraction of the decree entered against it in
the District Court of the United States for the Western District of
Pennsylvania on the Tth day of June, 1912, or of any vioclation of
any of the antitrust acts, ang to secure any appropriate relief against
it or any of its responsible officers answerable for the same for any
such infraction or violation of which it may be found guilty; snch
conusel to have full power and authority to carry on such proceedings,
anything in the statutes touching the powers of the Attorney General
or the Department of Justice to the contrary notwithstanding.

Mr. CUMMINS, Mr. President, I am not rising to discuss
the matter, but fo make one observation. With the recommen-
dations stricken out as they have been, a vote to adopt this
report simply means that every Senator who votes to adopt
the report votes to affirm every recital and every statement
made in it.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, T want to say, for the infor-
mation of the Senate, in view of what was said by the Senator,
that not a statement of fact made in the majority report is
challenged by anybody.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, I ecall attention
to the senfence which is now the last sentence in the report,
with the elimination of the concluding paragraph. The Senate
is asked to affirm this statement in the majority report of the
cominittee:

It Is not expected that the Attorney General will be conversant with
the details of all litigation beforc his department, and he may well be
entirely ignorant of some matters having or ealling for its attention,
but' it 18 not too much to expect that he will at least be informed con-
cerning a charge by his predecessor and another branch of the Govern-
ment in effect, that a fellow member of the Cabinet, at least a ecor-
poration of which he is the dominant factor, has been guilty of con-
temptuous disregard of aun injunction of a Federal court.

The Senate, by its vote to adopt the report, affirms that, By
its vote not to adopt the report it says, in effect, that that
charge has not been proven to its satisfaction,

I ask for the yeas and nays, Mr, President.

Mr, CUMMINS. I call for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The VICE PRESIDENT, The question is upon the motion of
the Senator from Montana [Mr. WarLsH] to adopt Report No.
177 as modified. Upon that motion the yeas and nays have been
ordered, and the Secretary will eall the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to call the roll.

Mr, BRATTON (when his name was called). I have a pair
on this question with the Senator from Mnaryland [Mr. WELLER].
I tranpsfer the pair to the Senator from Florida [Mr. Tram-
MELL] and vote “ yea."

Mr. FLETCHER (when his name was called). I have a pair
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. pu Poxt]. I transfer
the pair to the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Caraway] and will
vote. I vote “yea.”

Mr. McNARY (when his name was called).
with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. CorELAND].

I have a pair
The

-

.
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

That paragraph the Senator has stricken

FEBRUARY 26

Jjunior Senator from New York is absent; and not knowing how
he would vote on this question, I withhold my vote,

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the senior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Hag-
RELD], who is absent. I understood from him that he did not
want me to transfer on this guestion, so I withhold my vote.
If T were at liberty to vote, I would vote * yea.”

Mr, FLETCHER (when Mr. TRAMMELL'S name was called).
My colleague [Mr. TramumerL] is unavoidably absent. I ask
that this announcement may stand for the day.

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. SWANSON. I have a pair with the senior Senator from
IHlinois [Mr. McKmniey], which I transfer to the senior Sen-
ator from Rhode Island [Mr. Gesey], and vote “ yea.”

Mr. LA FOLLETTE, I desire again to announce the unavoid-
able absence of the senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Suip-
s8TEAD] and to state that if he were present he would vote “ yea.”

Mr. HOWELL. 1 wish to announce the absence of the senior
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] on account of illness. If
he were present, he would vote “ yea.”

Mr. JONES of Washington. I desire to make the following
anncuncement of pairs: :

The Senator from Delaware [Mr., pu Pont] iz necessarily
absent on account of illness. He has a general pair with the
Senator from Florida [Mr. Frercuer]. On this vote he is
paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Caraway]. If
the Senator from Delaware were present, he would vote “nay,”
and I understand that the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CARA-
waY] would vote “ yea.”

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Ence] is paired with the
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Harrisox], If the Senator from
New Jersey were present, he would vote “nay,” and I under-
stand the Senator from Mississippi would vote * yea.”

The Senator from Maine [Mr. Frrxarp] ! understand is
paired with the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. Joxes]., 1If
the Senator from Maine were present he would vote *nay,”
and the Senator from New Mexico I understand would vote
& se&"

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Gairerr] is paired
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Uspeswoop). If the
Senator from Massachusetts were present, he would vote
“ nay-n

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. GreexE] is paired with the
Senator from California [Mr. Jorxson]. If the Senator from
Vermont were present, he would vote “nay,” and the Senator
from California would vote * yea.”

The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Scmarr] is paired with
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Norris]. If fhe Senator from
Minnesota were present, he would vote “nay.”

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. DENEEx] is absent on account
of illness. He is paired with the Senator from Utah [Mr. King],
who is also absent owing to illness. If the Senator from Illi-
nois were present, he would vote “nay,” and the Senator from
Utah would vote “ yea.”

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. McLrax] is necessarily
absent. He is paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr.
Grass]. If the Senator from Connecticut were present, he
would vote “ nay.”

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. My colleague, the junior
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Caraway] is necessarily absent.
If present, he would vote * yea.”

I also desire to announce that the senior Senator from
Rhode Island [Mr. Gerry] is necessarily absent. If present,
he would vote “yea.” Both Senators are paired on this vote,
and their pairs have been announced.

The junior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Kexprick] is absent
on official business, and would vote “yea" if present.

The resuit was announced—yeas 33, nays 36, as follows:

YEAS—33
Ashurst Ferrls Mayfield Emith
Payard Fletcher Neely Stephens
Daorah Frazier Nye Swanson
Rratton George Overman Tyson
Drookhart Harris Fittman Walgh
Bronssard Heflin Ransdell Wheeler
Conzens Howell Reed, Mo,
Dil La Follette Robinson, Ark,
Edwards MeKellar Fheppard

NAYR—34
Bingham Ernst Moetenlf Sackett
Blease Fess Moges Shortridge
Bruce Gol Norbeek Smoot
Butler Gooding Oddie Stanfield
Cameron Hale Pepper Wadsworth
Capper Jones, Wash. Phipps Warren
Cumining Keyes V'ine Watson
Curtis Lenroot Reed, Pa, Williams
Dale eans Robinson, Ind. Willis
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Caraway Gillett Kendrick Schall
Copeland Glass King Shipstead
Deneen Greene McKinley Bimmons
du Pont Harreld McLean Trammell

(] Harrison McMaster Underwood
Fernald Johnson MeNary Weller
Gerry Jones, N. Mex. Norris

So Mr. WaLsu's motion to agree to the Report No. 17T,
as modified, was rejected.
AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATIONS

Mr. McNARY. I move that the Senate proceed to the con-
slderation of House bill 8264, the Agricultural Department
appropriation bill,

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 8264) mak-
ing appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1927, and for other purposes, which
had been reported from the Committee on Appropriations with
amendments.

Mr. CURTIS. I understand that the Senator from Oregon
does not desire to go on with the bill to-night, and I wish he
wonld ask that it be temporarily laid aside.

Mr. McNARY. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished
buginess be temporarily laid aside.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none, and the unfinished business is temporarily laid
aside.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

Mr. CURTI® I move that the Senate proceed fo the con-
sideration of executive business.

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business, After 10 minutes spent in
executive session the doors were recpened.

RECESS

Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate take a recess until
noon to-IMOrrow,

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate (at 5 o'clock and
2 minutes p. m.) took a recess until to-morrow, Saturday, Feb-

roary 27, 1926, at 12 o'clock meridian.

CONFIRMATIONS
Erecutive nominations conﬂrﬁgﬂ by the Senate February 26,
Uxrtep StaTes Coast Guarp
Herman H. Curry to be a lieutenant (engineering),
POSTMASTERS
ALABAMA .

Grover A. Bice, Thorsby.

Jacob A. Johnson, Vernon.
CONNECTICUT

Anna F. Bond, Rowayton,
KENTUCKY

David Goin, Frankfort.

Quay C. Qulgg, Livermore.

John W. Tate, Monticello.

Iley G. Nance, Slaughters.

Robert Campbell, Taylorsville.

MAINE

Henry W. Bowen, Chebeague Island.

Fugene H. Lowe, Gray.

Ida P. Stone, Oxford.

Leon M. Small, Ridlonville.

Charles H. Bussell, Pittsfleld.

Clayton R. Hamlin, Unity.

David L. Duncan, Washburn.

Alonzo F. Flint, West Buxton.

Ellsworth D. Curtis, West Paris.

MASSACHUSETTS

Henry T. Crocker, Brewster,

Charles K. Houghton, Littleton Common.

Carl E. Brown, Lunenburg.

Otis K. Hager, North Dana.

Beulah Hartwell, South Attleboro.
MONTANA

Philip Daniels, Anaconda.

Ralph H, Bemis, Belt.

Jessie M. Tripp, Gardiner.

Earle H. Miller, Melstone.

Emil Heikkila, Roberts.

Harvey T. Eastridge, Stevensville,
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NEW HAMPSHIRE
John A. Gleason, Dublin.
Natt A. Cram, Pittsfield.

NEW JERSEY

Jeanette H. Claypoole, Cedarville.
Clark I’. Kemp, Little Silver.
David C. Bush, Oakland.
Loretta Conrow, Oceanport.
William H. Cottrell, Princeton.
Frank Wanser, Vineland.

PENNSYLVANIA
Harry H. Arnold, Clarion.
Frederick V. Pletcher, Howard.
Willianm H. Yoder, New Kensington.
Samuel G. Garnett, Parkesburg,
Raymond J. Fisher, Robesonia.

TENNESSER

Charles S. Harrison, Benton.
SBanders 8. Proffitt, Concord.
Joseph W. Callis, Germantown.
Fred 8. Pipkin, Lafayette.
Tim F. Stephens, Livingston.
Lorenzo A. Large, Niota.
Terrell Mclllwain, Parsons,
Capp A. Richards, Saulsbury.
William J. Julian, Silver Point.
Charles E. Pennington, Sweetwater.

UTAH
Auna M. Long, Marysvale.
John P. McGuire, Provo.
VIRGIN ISLANDS

Bartholin R. Larsen, Christiansted.
Albert Pfaus, St. Thomas.

WEST VIRGINTA
Frank O. Trump, Kearneysville.
Harry F. Lewis, Point Pleasant,
Melvin O, Whiteman, Wallace.
Boyd McKeever, Wardensville,

REJECTION

Ewrecutive nomination rejected by the Senate February 26, 1926
POSTMASTER

William H. Byhoffer to be postmaster at Selfridge, N. Dak.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Fripay, February 26, 1926

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered
the following prayer:

Blessed be the name of our heavenly Father, whose good-
ness and mercy never fail. Marvelons things are spoken of
Thee, O God of our earthly zion. In Thee may we put our
trust and never be ashamed. As influential factors in the
great vineyards of earth and as lawmakers in the great
fields of national endeavor do Thou be with us. Give wise
direction to all that shall be done this day. But, blessed
Lord, we would not leave outside of our prayer the many
others, Let the light of Thy heavenly comfort shine through
the darkness of their grief. Give strength to the weak, rest
to the weary, and hope to the dying, and be a present help
in every trouble. Through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved,

DEPARTMENTB OF BTATE, JUSTICE, COMMERCE, AND LABOR APPRO-
PRIATION BILL

Mr. SHREVE, from the Committee on Appropriations, by
direction of that committee, reported the bill (H. R. 9795)
(Rept. No. 388) making appropriations for the Departments
of State and Justice, and for the judiciary, and for the
Departments of Commerce and Labor for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1927, and for other purposes, which was read
the first and second time and with the accompanying papers
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union and ordered printed.

Mr. SANDLIN reserved all points of order,
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REVENUE ACT OF 1928

Mr. BEERB. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged resolu-
tion from the Committee on Printing.
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania pre-
gents a resolution, which the Clerk will report.
The Clerk read as follows:
House Coneurrent Resolution 12

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring),
That there be printed 41,000 additional copies of the revenue act
of 1926, of which 13,000 coples shall be for the use of the Senate
document room, 235,000 copies for the use of the House document
room, 1,000 coples for the use of the Committee on Finance of the
Benate, and 2,000 coples for the use of the Committee on Ways and
Means of the House of Representatives.

The resolution was agreed to.
PENBIONB

Mr. FULLER. Mr. Speaker, private pension bills being in
order to-day, I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 8815) granting
pensions and Increase of pensions to certain soldiers and
sailors of the Civil War and certain widows and dependent
children of soldiers and sailors of said war.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois calls up an
omnibus pension bill, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

Mr. FULLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the bill may be considered in the House as in Committee of the
Whole.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani-
mous consent that this bill may be considered in the House
as in Committee of the Whole. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. FULLER. Mr. Speaker, I also ask unanimous consent
that the formal committee amendments may be offered en bloc
after the bill has been read.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani-
mous consent that the formal committee amendments may be
offered en bloc after the bill is read. Is there objection?

There was no objection. -

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (I. R. 8815) granting pensions and increase of pensions to
certain soldiers and sallors of the Civil War and certain wldows and
dependent children of soidiers and sailors of said war

Be it enacted, etc., That the Becretary of the Interior be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws—

The name of Mary F. Randall, widow of Nathan P, Randall, late of
Company G, Seventh Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of §30 per month,

The name of S8arah C. Webb, widow of Wilson 8. Webb, alias Wil-
liam Stoddard, late of Company C, Bixth Regiment New Hampshire
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month
in lien of that she is now recelving.

The name of Mary Cole, widow of David Cole, late of Company B,
Ninety-seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Mary A, Patton, widow of Thomas A. Patton, late of
Company H, Eightieth Regiment Illinols Volunteer Infantry, and un-
assigned detachment, Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay her & pension
at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Maude E. Riggs, widow of Joseph Riggs, late of Com-
pany E, Twenty-fifth Regiment Illinois Velunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of §30 per month,

The name of Busain F. Ruatherford, widow of George W. Rutherford,
late of Company D, One hundred and forty-third Regiment Illinois
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per
month through a legally appointed guardian.

The name of Viola H. Pugh, widow of Obadlah Pugh, late of Com-
pany H, Thirteenth Regiment United States Volunteer Imfantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in leu of that she s
now recelving.

The name of Bethena Starkey, widow of George W. Btarkey, late of
Company I, Ninety-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Harriet E. Tally, widow of George W. Tally, late of
Company E, Forty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $§40 per month in lien of that she is
now recelving,

The name of Barah C. Peterson, former widow of Riley C. Hodge,
late of Company B, Thirty-first Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she
is now recelving.
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The name of Mariam Breeze, widow of Thomas Breeze, late of Com-
pany B, Twelfth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
& pension at the rate of $50 per month In liew of that she Is now
recelving.

The name of Ann M. Barker, widow of Charles Barker, late of Com-
pany D, One hundred and fifteenth Regiment, and Company C, Seven-
teenth Regiment, Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $50 per month in licu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Anna E. Crawford, former widow of William D, Craw-
ford, late of Company F, Thirty-fitth Regiment Mlssouri Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of §40 per month in lien
of that she is now receiving.

The name of Rachel A. Dennis, widow of George Dennis, late of
Company B, Third Regiment Illinols Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she is now
recelving.

The name of Helen M. Farley, widow of Andrew G. Farley, late of
Company K, Nineteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month In lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Mary J. Hedinger, widow of Charles Hedinger, late
of Company D, SBecond Regiment Colorado Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
ber a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving,

The name of Gideon C. Lewis, late of Company I, Eighteenth Regl-
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of §50 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

The name of Mary N. Moody, widow of Jasper Moody, late of Com-
pany C, Seventh Regiment Provisional Enrolled Missopri Militia, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in llen of that she Is
now receiving.

The name of Abbie Osborn, widow of Allen Osborn, late of Company
D, First Regiment Michigan Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month In llen of that she is now
receiving,

The name of Jennie Pratt, widow of Ira E. Pratt, late of Sixteenth
Battery, New York Light Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate
of §50 per month in lleu of that she is now reeceiving, .

The name of Mania Vertanian, widow of Dr. Garabed E. Vartanian,
late contract surgeon, Elghteenth Regiment United States Volunteer
Infantry, Civil War, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per
maonth.

The name of Mary Fitchett, widow of Ellas Fitchett, allas Ellas
Fidget, late of Battery B, Second Regiment United States Colored Vol-
unteer Light Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per
month,

The name of Harrlet G. Albro, widow of George T". Albro, late pay-
master's steward, United States Navy, Civil War, and pay her a pen-
tion at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Caroline McGough, widow of Peter McGough, late of
Company B, Third Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Heavy Artillery,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that
ghe s now receiving.

The name of Eleanora E, Seymour, widow of George B, Seymour, late
of Company B, Second Regiment Pennsylvania Provislional Heavy Artil-
lery, and Company E, Becond Regiment Penngylvania IHeavy Artillery,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in leu of that
ghe {8 now receiving.

The name of Mary A, Winsor, widow of Albert C. Winsor, late of
Company A, Tenth Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of §50 per month in Heu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Mary Bennett, widow of Frank Bennett, late of Com-
pany D, Eighteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in leu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Nellle L., Grady, helpless and dependent daughter of
James Nilan, alias James Hines, late of Company I, Third Regiment
New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the
rate of $20 per month.

The name of Jennle Allen, helpless and dependent daughter of
Thomas Allen, late of Company E, Third Regiment Pennsylvania Vol-
unteer Heavy Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The pame of Frances McAnnany, helpless and dependent daughter
of Arthur McAnnany, late of Company F, Beventy-third Reglment
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate
of $20 per month through a legally appointed guardian.

The name of Jessle E, Diggery, helpless and dependent daughter of
John Diggery, late of Company A, Second Regiment New York Volun-
teer Heavy Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per
month.

The name of Sarah E. Compton, widow of Willlam Compton, late of
Company G, First Regiment United States Lancers, Michigan Cavalry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

N
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The name of Minnfe Dawson, former widow of Nathan W. Dawson,
late of Company K, Tenth Hegiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her & pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Mary C. Bimmons, widow of Mlles Simmons, late of
Company H, Tenth Regiment Michignn Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of £30 per month,

The name of Harrlet Vosburg, former widow of Bllas W. Stoddard,
late of Company F, Fifth Regiment Aichigan Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a penslon at the rate of $60 per month In UHeu of that she is
now recelving.

The name of Levinn Lebert, widow of Willlam 1. Lebert, late of
First Independent Battery Jowa Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay her
a peosion at the rate of $60 per month in licu of that she is now
recelving.

The name of Hmma Justice, widow of Andrew C. Justice, late of
Company A, Fifty-third Regiment, and Company G, Fifty-first Iegi-
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a penslon at the rate
of $50 per month,

The pame of Mattle Hepler, widow of George Hepler, late of Troop
E, Third Regiment United States Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $50 per month in Meu of that she is mow
receiving.

The name of Magdalena Wilber, widow of Charles Wilber, late of
REleventh Battery New York Volunteer Light Artillery, end pay ber
& pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she Is now
recelving.

The name of Nancy Btanton, helpless and dependent daughter of
Adam EStanton, Inte of Company H, Twenty-fifth Reglment United States
Colored Volunteer Infauiry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20
per month through a legally appointed guardian.

The name of Annie M, Heckaman, helpless and dependent doughter
of Henry Hecknman, Iate of Company C, One hundred and forty-ninth
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at
the rate of £20 per month,

The pame of Annie Johnson, widow of Bamuel Frogg, known as
Bammel Johnson, late of Company H, One hundred and nipeteenth
Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Hermman Wagner, allag Henry Burnett, late of Com-
pany C, Eighth Reglment AMaine Volunteer Infantry, Company B,
Tenth Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and Company E, First
Regiment New York Provisional Cavalry, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $50 per month.

The name of Christina Maxworthy, widow of John Maxworthy, late of
Unasslgned Twelfth Regiment 1llinols Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of §30 per month,

The pame of Cora Ford, widow of Joseph Ford, late of Company G,
Third Regiment Potomae Home Brigade Marylund Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Charles R. Gillam, helpless and dependent son of John
M. Gillam, late of Company H, Beventy-fourth Reglment Illinols Vol-
nnteer Infantry, and pay him a penslon at the rate of $20 per month
through a legnlly appointed gunrdian,

The pame of Caroling C, Bower, widow of Reuben W. Bower, late
of Company I, Beventh Regiment Obio Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her s pension at the rate of £50 per month in leu of that she I8 now
recciving.,

The pame of Nellle Chalmers, former widow of Willlam Chalmers,
late seaman TUnited Btates Navy, Clvil War, and pay her a pension at
the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Mary B, Cummins, former widow of Jonathan B, Baun-
ders, late of Cogswell's battery, [inold Volunteer Light Artillery, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month In llen of that slie is
now receiving.

The nnme of KEate Payler, widow of George Payler, late of Company
H, Eighth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, und pay her a pen-
slon at the rate of §50 per month in leu of that she I8 now recelving.

The name of Lucelin M, Strunk, widow of Teter W. Strunk, Iate of
Company F, One hundred and forty-second Reglment 11linois Volunteer
Infantry, aud pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in leun
of that she Is now recciving,

The name of Mildred Renwick, widow of John R, Renwlick, Inte of
Company G, Ninth Itegiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $40 per month in leu of that she I8 now re-
ceiving,

The name of Fenry P. Hull, late telegraph operator, Milltary Tele-
graph Service, Civil War, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per
month,

The name of Richard King, late of Capt. Patrick C. Berry's Stone
County company, Volunteér Missonri Alilitia, and pay bim a pension at
the rate of £50 per month.

The name of Arthur 8. Belcher, alias William Prescott, late unas-
glgned, attached to Company F, Ninety-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania

Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $850 per
month,
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The nome of Fmily H. Barden, wldew of Horbert Barden, lats of
Company B; Ninth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
n pension at the rate of $£50 per month in leu of that she I8 now
receiving,

The name of Laura I. Washhurn, widow of John P, Washburn, late
of Company G, Sccond Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and
Company B, Second Regiment Massnchusctts Volunteer ITeavy Artillery,
nud pay her a penslon at the rato of $50 per month in lleu of that she
is now recelving,

The name of Lucinda M. Irish, widow of Calyin A, Trish, late of
Company L, First Reglment Vermont Volunteer Cavalry, aud pay her a
pension ot the rate of $50 per month in Yeu of that she is now
receiving,

The name of Lizzle B, 8treeter, widow of Isalah C, Strecter, late of

"Company A, Fourteenth Regiment New Hmmnpsbire Volunteer Tnfantry,

and pay her u penafon at the rate of $30 per month in liew of that she
18 now receiving.

The name of Maggle L. Cray, widow of William . Cray, late of Com-
pany I, Twenty-second Reglment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in licu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Helen F. Miller, widow of Henry . Miller, late of
Company B, Sixteenth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of £30 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving. =

The name of Emma ¥. Niles, widow of Henry Niles, late of Company
T, Fourth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pon-
slon at the rate of $50 per month in Heu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Azzaline M. Bogle, widow of Edward W, HBogle, late of
Company F, Sixteenth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her & pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that sbe Is now
roceiving.

The name of Josephine H. Green, widow of Everett Groen, late of
Thirtieth Unattached Company, Massachusetts Volunteer Heavy Artil-
lery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month In lien of that
she ls now recefving.

The name of Abble I. Plerson, widow of George Plerson, allas Gearge
Stunhew, late of Companies C and A (Battalion), Ninth Regiment Ver-
mont Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of £50 per
month in Heu of that she Is now reeceiving.

The name of Emma L. Knapp, widow of Preston 8. Enapp, late
of Company F, Seventeenth Regiment Vermont Volunteoer Infantry,
anid pay her a penslon at the rate of $30 per month In lieu of that
ghe 18 now receiving.

The name of Elmina H. Streefer, widow of Lorenzo Streeter, Inte
of Company H, Thiriy-seventh Regiment Massachusetts Velunteer
Infantry, and pay her a penslon at the rate of $50 per month in
lien of that she is now receiving.

The name of Charlotte M. Combs, widow of Carroll L. Combs, Inte
of Company C, Fourteenth Reglment New Hampshire Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 Per month in leun
of that she g now receiving,

The name of Muary H. Hight, widow of John &, Hight, late of
Company K, Third Regiment Vermont Volunieer Infantry, and pay
ber & pension at the rate of $50 per month in leu of that she is
now receiving,

The mame of Jane T. MeNichols, widow of Jolin W. McNichols,
late of Company C, Fifth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in Heu of that she
is now recelving.

The name of Loulsa W. Kohser, widow of Churles Kohser, late
of Company I, Twelfth Reginient Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension ut the rote of $30 per month,

The name of Emily J. Hormel, widow of Joel Hormel, late of
Company F, Tweifth Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her & penslon at the rate of £30 per month.

The name of Busan E. Darrough, widow of James . Darrough,
late of Company F, One hundred and thirteenth Regiment Illinois
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a penslon at the rate of £30 per
month,

The name of Frederlck Overlock, late of Nineteenth Unsssigned
Company, Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a penslon at the
rate of $50 per month, = L

The name of Charles E. Campbell, allas Ebln Campbell, late of
the United States Marine Corps, Clvil War, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $£50 per month,

The name of Mary E. Sherbondy, widow of (feorge W. Sherbondy,
late of Company 1, Twelfih Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in llen of that
she Is now recelving: Prorided, That In the event of the death of
Laura Bherbondy, helpless and dependent daughter of sald George W.
and Mary E. Sherbondy, the additional pension herein granted shall
ceage and determine: And procided further, That In the event of
the death of Mary K. Sherbondy, the name of said Lanra Sherbondy
ghall be placed on the penston roll, subject to the provislons and
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lmitations of (he penslon laws, at the rate of $20 por month from
and after the dute of death of sald Mary E, Sherbondy,

The name of Apgeline Stuck, widow of Jobhn C. Btuck, late of
Company B, Ope hundred and fiftecnth Reglment Olhio Voluntoer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of §$30 per month.

The nnme of Lodomin Speelman, widow of Bolomon Speelmaen, late
of Company D, Forty-second KRegiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry,
und pay her a pen=ion at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of John A, Bwarts, helpless and dependent son of Jonas
Swarts, late of Company D, One hundredth Regiment Indlana Velun-
teer Infantry, and pay him a penslon at the rate of §20 per month,

The name of Margnret J. Johnson, widow of Danlel . Johnson,
late of Company F, Eighty-ifth Regiment Indlana Volunteer In-
faniry, and pay her a penslon at the rate of §50 per month in lieu
of that she Is now reteiving,

The name of Adaline ¥, Rohbins, widow of Jacoh B, Robhblus, late

of Company K, SBeventy-eighth Regiment Illinols Voelunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of §50 per month in lleu of that
she is now recelving,

The name of Ellzabeth R. Noll, widow of Moses F. Noll, late of
Company G, One hundred and thirty-third Regiment Tennsylvania
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a penslon at the rate of $50 per
month in lleu of that she 18 now recelving,

The name of Alice J. Stebbins, widow of John Stebbins, late of Bat-
tery A, Second Regiment Tllinois Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lleu of that she {8 now
receiving.

The name of Melvina A. Horner, widow of John R. Horner, late of
Company E, Eighth IRegziment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her & pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she {8 now
recciving.

The name of Mary Jane Bates, former widow of Sldney M. Rates,
late of Company F, Seventh Hegiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension nt the rate of §10 per month,

The name of Evaleen M. Davidson, widow of Harvey Davidson,
late of Company B, First Regiment Mlchigan Sbarpzhooters, and pay
her a penslon at the rate of $40 per month in lien of that she is
now recelving.

The name of Elizabeth Nye, widow of Willlam Nye, late of Com-
pany T, Elghth Michlgan Iufautry, snd Company H, First Regiment
Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay ber a pension at the rate of $50
per month In lien of that she 1s now receiving.

The name of Emma J. Whipple, widow of Roman L, Whipple, late
of Company K, Flrst Regiment Michigan Yolunteer Heavy Artlllery,
and pay her a pension at the rate of §30 per month.

The name of Katharine Whitaker, widow of Willinm Whitaker, late
of Company I, One hundred and twenty-third Regiment Ohfo Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her o pension at the rate of $50 per month
in Heu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Barah Blodgett, widow of Jared O, Blodgett, late of
Company G, Ninety-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and
pay lier a penszlon at the rate of $50 per month in liea of that she
is now recclving.

The pname of Doreas Quigley, wldow of Willlam Y., Qulgley, late
of Company D, Llghty-sixth IReglment New York Velunteer Infantry,
and pay her a penslon at the rate of $50 per month in lleu of that
she 1s mow receiving.

The name of Ida Wllkinson, widow of Tully Wilkinson, late of Com-
pany I, Eleventh Reglment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
n pension at the rate of §30 per month.

The name of Emma C. Alton, wilow of Albert M. Alton, late of
Company D, One hundred and elghteenth Regiment Indiana Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of £30 per month.

The nume of Sallle B, Copelund, widow of Willlam W. Copeland,
late of Company G, Slxth Reglment United States Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a& penslon at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Ruth B, Adamson, widow of John V. Adamson, late of
Company H, One hundred and seventy-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer
Infantry, aud pay her a pension at the rate of §40 per wmonth in Jieu
of that she is now receiviug,

The name of Priscilla A. Atwood, widow of Thomas A. Atwood,
Iate of Company A, Sixteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry,
and pny her & pension at the rate of $50 per month in leu of that
she is now receiving.

The name of Sarah E. Beatty, former widow of George M. McCay,
late of Company A, One hundred and sixty-elghth Regiment Ohlo Na-
tional Guard Infantry, and poy ber a penslon at the rate of $50 per
month In lieu of that she Is now receiving,

The name of Barah L. Darr, wldow of John J, Darr, late unassigned,
Bixty-first Regiment Ohlo Volunleer Infantry, and Company D, Elghty-
second Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at
the rate of $50 per monlh,

The name of Lizzle J. Tugin, widow of Abner D, Fagin, late of Com-
pany F, Righty-ninth Reglment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
o pension at the rate of $50 per month in liew of that she is pnow
recelving,
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The name of Anne T, Fomorln, widow of Francls Fomorin, Iate of
Comipany I, One huodred aod ffly-thied Hegiment Ohlo Volunteer
Infuntry, and pay her a peopsion at the rate of §50 per month in lieo
of that she s mow recelving.

The name of Maggie Florva, widow of John Flora, late of Company
17, Bighty-ninth Regiment Ohio Voluntoer Infantry, and pay her a pen-
gion at the rale of £060 per month fa leo of that she Is now receiving.

The name of Bebeeea A, Kildd, widow of George Kidd, late of Com-
pany D, Fifty-seventh Regiment Oblo Volunteer Infaontry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 1s now re-
celving.

The name of Mary H. Kline, widow of Benneville Kllne, Inte of
Company H, One hunilred apd (hirty-cighth Regiment Ohio Naltional
Guard Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month
in Hou of that she is now receiving.

The name of Anna McCann, widow of Benjamin F. MeCann, Inte of
Company A, Thirty-sixth and Thirty-fourth Regiments Ohfe Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her n pension at the rate of $530 per month In liea
of that she is mow receiving.

The name of Clarinda Moore, widow of Jacob Moore, late of Com-
pany B, Ninety-first Regiment Ohio Velunteer Infaniry, snd pay her
a penslon at tho rate of $50 per mooth In llen of that she ls now re-
celving.

The name of Anna K. Reeves, widow of Hiram J. Reeves, late of
Company D, Fifty-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a penslon at the rate of $50 per wmonth In lleu of that she is now
recelving,

The nume of Margaret A, Taylor, widow of George Taylor, late of
Company F, Fifty-fifth Hegiment Pennsylvanls Volunteer Infuntry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she ls
now recciving.

The name of Mary A, Taylor, widow of Willlam H. Taylor, late
of Company I, S8ixty-third Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infautry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Jennle 8. Titus, widow of Edwln I), Titus, late of Com-
pany K, One hundred and fifty-thied Reglment Ohio National Guard
Infantry, and pay her a penslon at the rate of $50 per month la licu
of that she is now receiving.

The name of Lucinda D. Woods, widow of Milton Woods, late of
Company D, Tenth Regiment Missourl Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $00 per month in lleu of that she ia now
reeviving.

The name of Harriet Beisel, former widow of Joseph Hoyman, Iate
unassigned, and Company A, Second Veteran Battallon, Potomne Home
Brigade Maryland lofantry, and pay her a pension at the rale of £30
per month,

The name of Anna B. Eicher, widow of Marcellus IT. Eicher, late of
Company (, Sixty-first Regiment Penpsylvania Volunteer Infuntry, and
pay her n peusion at the rate of $30 per month,

The pame of Virginia A. Harrls, widow of John H. Harrls, late of
Company B, Eighty-elghth Itegiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a penslon at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Emma Hayden, widow of Emanuel 8, Hayden, alias
Edward 8, Hayden, late of Company F, Fourleeuth Regiment Pennsyl-
vania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension aut the rate of §50
per month in llen of that she 1s now roceiving.

The pame of Konice A. Myers, widow of James A, Myers, late of
Company F, One hundred and forty-ninth Regiment Fenmsylvania Vol-
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of §50 per month.

The name of Hliza J. Weimer, widow of Samuel Welmer, late of
Company O, Fifty-first Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her & pension at the rate of $30 per month In llen of that she Is now
recelving : Provided, That in the event of the death of Lula A. Weimer,
belplesa and dependent daughter of sald Samucl and Eliza J, Weimer,
the additional pension bereln granted shall ceasc and determine: And
provided further, That In the event of the death of Eliza J. Weimer,
the name of sald Lula A. Weimer shall be placed on the pension roll,
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at the
rate of §20 per month from and after the date of death of said Ellza
J. Welmer, and that it be pald to her through a legally appointed
guardlan,

The name of Sarnh E. Wilderman, widow of Willlam L., Wildermnn,
late of Company I, First Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Cavalty,
and pay ber a pension at the rale of §50 per month through a legally
appoluted guardian in len of that she ls now recelving.

The namo of Ruchel Wood, widow of Samuel Wood, late of Com-
panies G and B, Sixtecnth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cawalry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of §50 per month In lleu of that she
is now receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of Katie
Wood, helploss and dependent daughter of said Samuel and Ruchel
Woed, the additional pension herein granted shall ceage and determine §
And provided further, Thut in the event of the death of Rachel Wood,
tle name of sald Katle Wood ahall be placed on the pension roll, subiject
to the provislons and Hmilations of (he pension laws, at the ratn of
$20 per month from and after the date of death of said Rachel Wood.

FEBRUARY 26

- -

svh




W

1926 roopsid CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

The name of Harriet M. Hoover, widow of Levi G, Hoover, late of
Company B, One hundred and fourth Regiment Pennsylyvania Voluntcer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month ‘n lien of
that she is now receiving. ]

The name of Susan Kemberlin, widow of John G. Kemberlin, late of
Company B, Hleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that sha is
now receiving.

The name of Mary J. Chisholm, widow of John P. Chisholm, late of
Company L, Twenty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry,
and Company L, Third Reglment Pennsylvania Provisional Cavalry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she
is now receiving.

The name of Martha Cox, widow of Willlam F. Cox, late of Company
H, Elghty-fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and Com-
pany I, Twentieth Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay her a pen-
slon at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she is now receiving.

The name of Euphemla Brady, widow of Joseph H. Brady, alias
Joseph H, Ligging, late of Company 1, Fifth Regiment Indiana Volun-
teer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in
lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Adaline M. Shaub, helpless and dependent daughter of

. Bamuel M. Trulock, late of Company I, Seventy-second Regiment Illinois

Valunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Lonise Hatch, widow of Alonzo H. Hateh, late of Com-
pany C, Bixty-seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she Is now
receiving.

The name of Ida M. Uline, widow of George A. Uline, late of Com-
pany D, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regiment New York Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month

The name of Carrie B. Baxter, widow of George R. Baxter, late of
Company F, Fifth Regiment, and Company €, One hundred and forty-
sixth Regiment, New York Volunteer Infantry, and One hundred ard
tenth Company, Becond Battalion Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay ber
a peusion at the rate of $50 per month in Meu of that she is now
receiving, ;

The name of Willlam J. Finley, late of Captain Luten's Company B,
First Regiment, Third Batfallon, Kentucky Capital Guards, and pay
him a pension at the rate of $50 per month.

The name of Mary L. Kinsey, widow of Benjamin L. Kinsey, late of
Company H, Seventh Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay ber
a pension at the rate of §560 per month in leu of that she is now
recelving,

The name of Jessie F. Loughridge, former widow of Peter K. Bone-
brake, late of Company I, Thirty-third Reglment Iowa Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in Heu of
that she is now receiving.

The name of William W. Shock, late military telegrapher, Civil War,
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month.

The name of Hester R. Michael, widow of Jacob O. Michael, late of
Company F, Second Regiment Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in leu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Edwina B, Kemp, widow of Thomas E. Kemp, late
adjutant, Fourth Regiment Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Margaret E. Havlland, widow of Edgar P. Havliland,
late of Company F, Second Regiment United States Volunteer Cavalry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of §60 per month in lieu of that ghe
is now receiving.

The name of Mary J. Clark, widow of Franels Clark, late of Bat-
tery M, Second Regiment United Btates Artillery, and pay her a pen-
slon at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she 18 now recelving.

The name of John B, Blouse, helpless and dependent son of Jacob
Blouse, late of Company K, One bundred and sixty-sixth Regiment
Pennsylvania Drafted Militia Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rite of $20 per month through a legally appolnted guardian.

The name of Eliza J. Blouse, helpless and dependent daughter of
Jacob Blouse, late of Company K, One hundred and sixty-sixth Regi-
ment Pennsylvania Drafted Militla Infantry, and pay her a pension at
the rate of $20 per month through a legally appolnted guardian,

The name of Katherine White, widow of Adelbert B. White, late of
Company M, Third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Carrie E. Miett, widow of Oliver Miett, late of Com-
pany B, Third Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Nellie B. Ainsworth, helpless and dependent daughter
of Thomas Alnsworth, late of Company G, Ninety-elghth Regiment New
York Militia Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per
month.

The name of Mary L. Harvey, widow of John H. Harvey, late of
Company C, Seventy-fourth Regiment New York National Guard Infan-
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of §30 per month.
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The name of Mary Bershig, widow of Joseph Bershlg, late of Com-
pany I, Twenty-third Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she Is now
receiving. :

The name of Blanche J, Barnard, widow of Edgar A. Barnard, late
of Company A, Eighty-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a peunsion at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Sophia J, Bartram, widow of George C. Bartram, late of
Company K, Twenty-third Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry,
and Company 1, First Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Heavy Artillery,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she
is now recelving. -

The name of Ellen E. Bechtel, helpless and dependent danghter of
Benjamin Bechtel, late of Company I, Seventy-second Regiment Penm-
sylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20
per month through a legally appointed guardian.

The name of Mary Eliza Brewster, widow of Silas Brewster, late of
Company G, Twenty-sixth Regiment United States Colored Infantry,
aund pay her a pension at the rate of $560 per month in lleu of that she
is now receiving.

The name of Delia A, Castle, widow of Charles H, Castle, late of
Company F, Seventeenth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and
Fifty-fifth Company, Second Battalion Veteran Reserve Corps, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving,

The name of Mary B. Clark, widow of Leonard Clark, late of Com-
pany H, First Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of 850 per month in lien of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Julla E. Cook, widow of Edwin L. Cook, late of Com-
pany E, Sixth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension af the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Annie D. Delavan, widow of Joseph Delavan, late of
Company A, Fourth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month through a legally
appointed guardian.

The name of Ellen W. Gregory, widow of Hyatt Gregory, late of
Company A, Seventeenth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry,
end Third Battery Connecticut Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Elnora 8. Halligan, widow of John H. Halligan, late
of Company H, Twenty-eighth Regiment, Connecticut Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of
that she is now recelving,

The name of Emma L. Jimmerson, widow of Charles H. Jimmerson,
late of Company A, Twenty-eighth Regiment Connecticut Voluuteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lHeu
of that she Is now recelving.

The name of Jane Johnson, widow of Adam Johnson, late of Com-
pany G, One hundred and fifty-third Regiment New York Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien
of that she is now receiving.

The name of Jennie Meyer, helpless and dependent daughter of Wil-

liam J. Meyer, late of Thirty-second Independent Battery, New York
Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20
per month through a legally appointed guardian,
, The name of Lida M. Osborn, widow of Elihu Osborn, late of Com-
pany H, Twenty-third Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per r-onth in lien of that she is
now receiving,

The name of Mary E. Read, widow of Herbert H. Read, late of Com-
pany” H, Second Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she
Is now receiving.

The name of Louisa D. S8mith, widow of Leslie Bmith, late of First
and Second Regiments United States Infantry, and Heutenant colomel
Twentieth Regiment United States Infant:y, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $50 per month in Heu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Thirza C. Gifford, widow of Julius B, Gifford, late of
Company H, Tenth Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Lucy M. Walker, widow of Charles A, Walker, late of
unassigned Second Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of John Wilkinson, late of Company F, One hundred and
ninety-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen-
gion at the rate of §50 per month,

The name of Mary V. Rankins, widow of Thompson Rankins, late
of Company K, One hundred and fiftieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 830 per month,

The name of Deborah A. Baker, widow of John Baker, late of Com-
pany K, First Regiment Missouri Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay
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her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she is now
recelving.

The name of Anna Smith, widow of Alexander M, Smith, late of
Company C, SBeventh Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery,
and pay her a pension at the rate of §30 per month,

The name of James O. Dunnagan, alias Willlam Parker, late of
Company I, Twentieth Regiment New York Btate Militla, Company
1", Ninth Regiment New York Heavy Artillery, and Company I, Second
Begiment New Jersey Cavalry Volunteers, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $50 per month.

The name of Lora M, Brewer, helpless and dependent daughter
of Noah Brewer, late of Company I, Eleventh Regiment Indiana
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per
month.

The name of Eunice Ellis, widow of Willlam G. Ellis, late of
Companles D and G, Sixty-third Regiment, and Company K, One
bhundred and twenty-elghth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of §50 per month in lien of that
ghe is now recelving.

The name of Charles B, Francis, belpless and dependent son of
Thomas Francis, late of Company H, Twenty-fifth Regiment Indiana
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a penslon at the rate of $20 per
month,

The name of Carollne W. Hershberger, former widow of Charles
Careh, late of Company H, Sixty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in
lieu of that she is mow receiving.

The name of Savannah Huffmire, widow of Willlam B. Huffmire,
late of Company C, Tenth Regiment Illinols Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lleu of that she
Is now receiving.

The name of Martha Johnson, widow of Ashley Johnson, late of
Company B, Beventy-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and
Company E, Eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
hér a pension at the rate of $50 per month in llen of that she 1s
now recelving.,

The name of Albert M. Kirby, belpless and dependent son of
Francis M. Kirby, late of Company A, One hundred and fifty-fourth
Regiment Indlana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a penslon at the
rate of $20 per month through a legally appointed guardian.

The name of Mary E. McJunkins, widow of Abijah McJunkins,
late of Company I, Eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that
she is now receiving.

The name of Lucinda E. Miller, widow of Francis H. Miller, late of
Company K, Bixth Hegiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lleu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Elizabeth B, Painter, widow of Isaac N. Painter,
late of Company C, Tenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that
she is now recelving.

The name of Mary A. Rodgers, widow of James Rodgers, late of
Tenth Battery, Indiana Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $50 per month in Heu of that she is now
recelving.

The name of Phoebe A. Ross, former widow of Jacob Shepler, late
of Company C, Fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of §50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving,

The name of Rebecca Scott, widow of John H. Scott, late of
Company B, Tenth Reglment Indlana Volunteer Infaniry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month In Heu of that she is
now receiving,

The name of Tsabel Bhurr, widow of John A. Shurr, late of Com-
pany B, Seventy-second Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in MHeu of that she
i3 now recelving.

The name of Kezla Tiller, widow of Hiram J. Tiller, late of Com-
pany D), One hundred and fifticth Regiment Indiana Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien
of that she is now recelving.

The name of Amelia A, Wood, widow of James Wood, late of Com-
pany M, First Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of §40 per month in lien of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Eliza A. Holtz, widow of John 8. Holtz, late of Company
K, Fifth Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at
the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Ann Eliza Pike, widow of John B, Plke, late of Com-
pany K, First Regiment Mississippi Mounted Brigade Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month In lieu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of John Nidey, helpless and dependent son of Timothy
Nidey, late of Company E, Eighty-ninth Regiment Indiana Velunteer
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Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month through
a legally appointed guardian.

The name of Mary J. Hodgkins, widow of Samuel F, Hodgkins, late
of Company G, Second Regiment United States Signal Service, and
Compapy H, Twelith Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay her a
pengion at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Adaline R. Springer, widow of William O. G, Springer,
Inte surgeon's steward, United States Navy, Clvil War, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $50 per month in leu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Susan 0. Jellison, widow of Benjamin H. Jellison, late
of Company C, Nineteenth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Anmna L. Adams, helpless and dependent daughter of
Thomas B. Adams, late of Company K, Second Regiment Missourl Vol-
unteer Light Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per
month through a legally appointed guardian,

The name of Mary J. Alton, widow of Cyrus D. Alton, late of Com-
pany G, Two hundred and third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of John V. Evans, late of Company H, Sixty-third Regi-
ment Missourl Infantry (Enrolled Militia), and pay him a pension at
the rate of $50 per month,

The name of Ellen Lessing, widow of Herman Lessing, late of Com-

pany B, Forty-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Lettie Painter, helpless and dependent daughter of Wil-
liam H. Painter, late of Company G, Forty-sixth Regiment Missouri
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per
month through a legally appointed guardian.

The name of Nancy C. Jones, widow of Euphrates Jones, late of Com-
pany H, Sixty-third Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lleu of that she 18
now receiving,

The name of Almira E. MeArron, widow of Willlam J. McArron, late
of Companies H and C, Second Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Cav-
alry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per mouth in lieu of
that she 18 now receiving.

The name of Lucinda E. Spillman, widow of Thomas J. Spillman,
late of Company D, Sixth Regiment Missourl Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lleu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Mary H. Willcox, widow of William W. Willcox, lats of
Company B, Second Regiment United States Sharpshooters, and Com-
pany I, Twenty-fourth Regiment Veterans’' Reserve Corps, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in Heu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Mary Elizabeth Weller, widow of Sanford H. Weller,
late of Company F, First Regiment New York Volunteer Light Artil-
lery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that
she is now receiving.

The name of Melia A. Parker, widow of Orrin C. Parker, late of Com-
panies E and G, Eighth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in leu of that she
is now recelving.

The name of Adaline Minsing, widow of Lewls Minsing, late of Com-
pany C, Second Regiment New York Mounted Rifles, and. pay her a
penslon at the rate of §50 per month in lien of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Mary L. Glidden, former widow of Harrison Henry, late
of Company K, Twenty-seventh Regiment New York Volunteer Infan-
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of
that she is now recelving.

The name of David 8. Barnhart, late of Company C, Sixth Regiment
New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and Fourteenth Regiment New
York Heavy Artillery, and Company @, Bixteenth Regiment Michigan
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per
month,

The name of Mary M, Town, widow of Benjamin F, Town, late of
Company I, One hundred and thirtleth Regiment New York Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Frances Blakeley, widow of Judson Blakeley, late of
Company B, Twenty-third Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Serena Bean, helpless and dependent daughter of Cyrus
Bean, late of Company C, One hunderd and fiftleth Regiment Pennsyl-
vania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20
per month through a legally appeinted gunardian.

The name of Helena Dearborn, widow of George H. Dearborn, late
of Company A, Fifty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Militla Infantry,
and pay her a penslon at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Margaret Force, widow of George W. Force, late of
Company L, Sixteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lleu of that she is
now receiving.
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The name of Emily J. Foust, widow of Willilam Foust, late of Com-
pany 1, One hundred and eleventh Régiment I'ennsylvania Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Mary E. Gray, wldow of David C. Gray, late of Com-

-panies E and A, Eighty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infan-
try, and pay her a pension at ibe rate of $30 per month.

The name of 8. Celestin Hunt, widow of Herman Hunt, late of Com-
pany I, Second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and Com-
pany €, Seventh Regiment United States Veteran Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she
is now receiving,

The name of Carvoline I. Minneley, widow of Henry Minneley, late of
Company A, Fifty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Emergency Militia In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of
that she is now recelving.

The name of Adelle Parker, widow of Almiron Parker, late of Com-
pany A, One hundred and twenty{first Regiment Pennsylvania Volun-
teer Infantry, and Company E, Sixteenth Regiment Veteran Reserve
Corps, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Elizabeth W. Smith, widow of Benjamin F. Smith, late
of Company M,"Second Regiment United States Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay Ler a pension at the rate of §50 per month in lien of that she is
now receiving,

The name of Jennle C. Gorton, widow of Robert B. Gorton, late of
Company C, Twenty-gsixth Regiment Conuecticut Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Lewis M. Kuhns, helpless and dependent son of
William K. Kuhns, late of Company K, Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania
Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20
per month thropgh a legally appointed guardian.

The pame of Maria L. Stewart, former widow of Samuel 8. MeCreery,
late of Company A, Second Battalion Pennsylvania Militia, and Com-
pany A, Two hundred and sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Margaret M. Altman, widow of John F. Altman, late of
Company E, Sixty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of §50 per month in Heu of that
she is now receiving.

The name of Hannah J. Kerr, former widow of John M. Stachell, late

of Company D, One hundred and thirty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per
month in lien of that she is now recelving.

The name of Margaret C. Wile, widow of John J. Wile, late of Com-
pany I, Fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving,

The name of Catherine F. Edsall, former widow of William H. Ed-
sall, late of Company E, Eleventh Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of §50 per month in lieu of that she
is now receiving.

The name of Jennie O'Donahue, widow of Patrick O'Donahue, late
of Company M, Tenth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she
is now receiving.

The name of Margaret J. Relyea, widow of John C. Relyea, late of
Company M, Tenth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artiliery,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that
she 18 now reeelving.

The name of Tina C. Baker, widow of John H. Baker, late of Company
G, One hundred and c¢ighteenth Regiment INlinols Volunteer Tufantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Laura C. Crawford, widow of Bamuel R. Crawford, late
of Company C, Ringgold's battalion Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry,
and Company D, Twenty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cav-
alry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Elizabeth 8, Jones, widow of Harrison Jones, late of
Company I, Eighth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Sarah A. Chadwick, widow of Thomas W. Chadwick,
late of Company F, Twelfth Regiment Connecticnt Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that
she is now receiving.

The name of Dora K. Flaherty, widow of James Flaherty, late of
Company K, Twenty-fourth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she
is now receiving.

The name of Katherine L. R. Parker, widow of Edmnnd A. Parker,
late of Company F, Eighth Regiment Conmnecticut Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in liea of that she
is now receiving.

The name of Mary L. Danlels, widow of Ormando R. Daniels, late of
Company E, Fiftieth Regiment New York Volunteer Engineers, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Margaret 8. Morrall, widow of John E. Morrall, late of
Company E, Fifty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her 2 pension at the rate of $30 per month,
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The name of Maria B. Ross, former widow of Benjamin A. Sherwood,
late of Company A, One hundred and fifty-first Regiment Pennsylvania
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per menth.

The name of Harriet C. Bristol, former widow of James F. Woodruff,
Inte of Company K, Nineteenth Regiment Massachusgetts Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of £50 per month in lleu of
that she is now receiving.

The name of Julin F. Browning, widow of Arthur Browning, late
of Company A, Fifty-second Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer In-
funtry, and pay her a pension at thé rate of $30 per month in Hen
of that she is now receiving,”

The name of Rose H. Cain, widow of Anthony Cain, late of Company
A, Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she is now
recelving.

The name of Auna Crosby, widow of Harry Crosby, late of Com-
pany K, Seventeenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of £50 per month im lien of that she s
now recelving,

The name of Hittie Davis, widow of Henry H. Davis, late of
Company B, Forty-ninth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that
she s now receiving,

The name of Mary C. Dooley, widow of Maithew Dooley, late of
Company E, Third Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Victoria M. Dean, former widow of Liberty B. Samp-
son, late of Company B, Thirty-fourth Regiment Massachusetts Vol-
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month
in lien of that she is now receiving.

The name of Mary A, Fife, widow of Andrew Fife, late of Com-
pany D, Sixty-first Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she
is now receiving, :

The name of Alice Fern, widow of Patrick H. Fern, late of Com-
pany 1, Bixty-first Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she
is now recelving,

The name of Rose A. Ferguson, widow of Thomas Ferguson, late
first-class fireman, United States Navy, Civll War, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she Is now
receiving,

The name of Mary Gorman, widow of Willlam Gorman, late of
Company F, Second Regiment Connecticnt Volunteer IMeavy Artillery,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in leu of that
she is now receiving.

The name of Philippine Hatzler, widow of John Hatzler, late of
Company F, Fifty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she
is now receiving. :

The name of Ellen Manix, widow of John Manix, late of Company
G, Twenty-seventh Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per monih In lien of that she
is now receiving.

The name of Jbsephtne McDonald, widow of John MeDonald, late
of Company K, Becond Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $#50 per month in lien of that
she iz now reeeiving.

The name of Jennie Miller, widow of Orson A. Miller, late of Com-
pany E, One hundred and ffty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in len
of that she is now receiving.

The name of Allce L. Pond, widow of Aaron B. Pond, late of Coms
puny K, First Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she
is now receiving.

The name of Mary E. Rittenhouse, widow of James Rittenliouse,
late of Company D, Ninetieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Amy A. Purdy, helpless and dependent daughter of
Alexander Purdy, late of Company G, First Regiment Mlchigan Sharp-
shooters, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month through
a legally appointed guardian. g

The name of Harry E. Galuska, helpless and dependent son of
George Galusha, late of Company G, Twentieth Regiment Michigan
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per
month through a legally appolnted guardian.

The name of Kate H. Garvin, widow of Jay Garvin, late of Com-
pany F, First Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she I8 now
receiving.

The name of Elizabeth Lambert, widow of William A. Lambert, late
of Captain Smith's independent company, Pennsylvania Infantry, acting
engineers, and pay ber a pension at the rate of $60 per month in lien
of that she is now receiving.
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pruy A, Twelfth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay |
her a pnnaion at the rate of $50 per month in leu of that she i3 now
receiving.

The npme of Virginia 8. Lewls, widow of John D. TLewis, late of
Company M, Fifteenth Reglment Pennsylvania Volunteér Cavalry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Susan McDonald, widow of John H. McDonald, late of
Company H, One hundred and ffty-fitth Regiment Illinois Volunteer |
Infantry, and pay her n pension at the rdte of §30 per month.

The name of Ellzabeth Jamlson, widow of Henry J. Jamison, late
of Company G, Fifty-sixth Itegiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and
pay ler o pension at the rate of §30 per month,

The name of Nancy J. Sheay, widow of Michael A, Sheay, late com-
misspry sergeant, One hundred and twenty-eighth  Regiment Indiana
Voluntesr Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 . per
month iu lien of that she is now receiving.

The name of Mary E. Martin, widow of Asariah F. Martin, late of |
Company L, Second Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her |
a pension .at the rate ‘of §50 per month in lieu of that she s now.
receiving.

The name of Eva Briggs, helpless and dependent daughier of John
F. Briggs, late of Company K, Eighth Regiment Mlichigan Volunteer
Cavalry, and pay ber a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of
that she is now receiving.

The name. of Rose McKenzie, widow or John D, McKenzie, late of
Company [, Tenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, Company
G, First Reglment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and Company B, Firsi
Battalion of Cavalry, Mississippi Marine Brigade, and pay her a pen-
slon at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of William R. I'essner, hplplm and depeudent son of Otto
R. Plessner, late of Company H, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteer
Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Vernie Pope, helpless.and dependent son of Wilitam
C. 'ope, late of Company I, Twenty-fourth Regiment Michigan Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month [
through a legally appointed guardian.

The name of Martha -Wilcox, widow of Julius B. Wilcox, late of
Company A, Bixty-seventh Reglment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay
ber a pension at the rate of $50 per month in Heu of that she 18 now
receiving.

The name of Emily Brune, helpless and dependent daushter of Jehn
Henry Brune, late of Company L, First Regiment Provisional Enrolled
Missouri Militla, and pay her s pension at the rate of $20 per month
through a legally appointed guardian.

The name of Oliver Ellis, late of Captain L, W. Storey's company,
Volunteer Militia of Missouri, North Missouri IRlailroad Bridge Guards,
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Jennie Wagner, widow of George Wagner, alias George
Mellen, late of Company D, Fifty-sixth Regiment United States Colored

Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of §30 per |

month.

The name of Eliza Price, widow of Willlam A. Price, late of Com-
pany B, First Regiment Provisional Enrolled Mlissourl Militia, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Ellen Williams, widow of Noah 8. Willlams, late of
Company F, Fortieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and Com-
pany K, Thirteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that she is mow
receiving.

The name of Emma J. Frogg, now Burke, former widow of Pleasant
W. Frogg, late of Company F, Thirteenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month iun lien
of that she is now receiving.

The name of Laura J. Iicks, widow of James L, Hicks, late of |
Companies F and B, Ninth Regiment Iilinois Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in len of that she
is now recelving.

The name of Frances Miller, widow of Thomas J. Miller, late of
Company F, Forty-seventh Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she
is now réceiving. .

The name of Elizabeth Bradford, widow of Rual M. Bradford, late |
of Company G, One hundred and fifty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volun- |
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per mouth[
in lien of that she is now receiving.

The name of Sarah J. Sherman, widow of Willlam Sherman, late of
Company H, Elghth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay hel‘ll
a pension at the rate of $50 per month through a legally appointed |
guardian in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Gesina Schell, widow of Gerrit Schell, late of Company
I, Seventeenth Regiment Towa Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $50 per month In lieu of that she is now
receiving,
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The nnme of Emma 8, Gray, widow of James K. Gray, late of Com- [
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The name of Jane Langerak, widow of William [Langerak, late of
Company ¥, Fourth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cuvalry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
| recelving.

The name of Jane Garrett, widow of Reuben Garrett, late of Com- .

pany I, Eighth Regiment Towa Volunteer Infantry, and Company K,
First Reziment Missourl Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she is now
recelving.

The name of Elizabeth A. Guild, former widow of George R. Housel,
late of Company G, Forty-seventh Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that
she is now receiving.

The name of Barah J. West, widow of Edwin R. West, late of Com-
pany E, Fourth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay bher a
pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Julla A. Woodard, widow of Joseph J. Woodard,

| late of Eighteenth Battery Indlana Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay

her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Mary Hague, widow of Jeseph Hague, Ite of Company
F, Forty-seventh Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $30 per month, ’

The name of Nellie R. Brackett, widow of Andrew Brackett, late of
Company K, Twelfth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Ellen Carr, widow of Thomas Carr, late musician band,
Sixtieth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen-
slon at the rate of $50 per month In leu of that she is now recelving.

The name of Margaret Hambaugh, widow of Willlam A. Hambaugh,

‘jate of Company G, Third and Fifth Regiments Kentucky Voluntcer

Infantry, aud pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu
of that she is now recelving.

The name of Louisa J. Honaker, widow of Benjamin Honaker, late
of Company H, Fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
n penslon at the rate of $30 per menth in lieu of that she is now

" receiving.

The' name of Martha M. Lane, widow of James A. Lane, late of
Company A, Forty-third Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Clara - A. Loomis, widow of Orville A. Loomis, late
of Compauny K, Fourteenth Regiment United States Colored Troops,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that
she 18 now recelving. x

The name of Mary B. Lowe, widow of John Lowe, late of Com-
pany C, Ninety-second Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and pay

. her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Julla Moomaw, widow of Benjamin F, Moomaw, late
of Company A; Twenty-third Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lleu of that she
is now recelving.

The name of Emsey 0. Young, widow of David Young, late of Com-
pany D, Second Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay bher a
pension at the rate of $30 per month in leu of that she s Bow
receiving.

The name of Lidda J. Clark, widow of William F. Clark, late of
Company A, First Regiment Illlinols Volunteer Cavalry and Com-
pany A, Ninety-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a penston at the rate of §30 per month.

The name of Sarah J. Wickham, former widow of Willlam T.
Wickham, late of Company D, Beventy-sixth Regiment Ohio Velun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Amanda M. Armstrong, widow of John H. Armstrong,
late of Company H, Thirteenth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that
she Is now recelving.

The pame of Sarah M., Boyle, widow of Jumes A. Boyle, late of
Company E, One hundredth Regiment Penosylvania Volunteer In-

' fantry, and Troop L, Becond Regiment United States Volunteer
| Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu
of that she is now receiving.

The name of Rebecca Odell, widow of James M. Odell, late of

| Company 1, Thirty-sixth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay
| her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she is

now receiving.

The name of Harriet D. Waterson, widow of James A. Waterson,
late of Company C, One hundredth and fifty-second Regiment In-
diana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30
per month.

The name of Anna J. Manuel, widow of Charles Manuel, late of
Company E, Bightieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a penslon at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Polly F. Gould, widow of William K. Gould, late
of Company K, Fifty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month In lieu of that
she Is now recelving.

Py i e |
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The name of Henrletta Pabst, now Harenberg, former widow of
Philip Pabst, late of Company D, One hundred and forty-ninth Regl-
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate
of $50 per month in lleu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Patlence A. Karnes, former widow of Robert L.
Enscore, late of Company B, Fifty-sixth Regiment Tllinois Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month i.n leu
of that she i8 now receiving.

The name of Hattie Geske, helpless and dependent daughter of
Charles Geske, late of Company K, Ninety-third Regiment Ilivois
Volunteer Infantry, and Company A, Second Regiment Veteran Reserve
Corps, and pay her a pension at the rate of §20 per month through a
legally appointed gunardian.

The name of Lillie Geske, helpless and dependent daughter of
Charles Geske, late of Company K, Ninety-third Regiment Illinois
Volunieer Infantry, and Company A, Second Regiment Veteran Re-
serve Corps, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month
through a legally appointed guardian. .

The name of Julia Peckley, helpless and dependent daughter of Benja-
min F. Padgitt, late of Company G, One hundred and forty-ninth Regi-
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of
$20 per month,

The name of Elizabeth Stedman, widow of Julfug C, Stedman, late
of Company G, Eighteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, acd
Compnny B, One hundred and forty-first Regiment Ohio National Guard
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu
of that she is now recelving.

The name of Nancy O. Vale, widow of James B. C. Vale. late of
Company D, Fourth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry. and
Company H, Second Regiment West Virginia Veteran Volunteer Infan-
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in leu of that
she is now receiving. b

The name of Elizabeth Pugh, widow of George Pugh, late of Company
D, Eighth Regiment United States Veteran Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her 2 pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Marinda Smith, widow of Jeremiah Smith, late of Sev-
enth Independent Battery, Ohlo Light Artillery, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $50 per month in leu of that she is npw receiving.

The name of Sheridan McDaniel, helpless and dependent son of
Elamander McDaniel, late of Company I, Eighteenth Regiment Ohio
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per
month through a legally appointed guardian,

The name of Mary R. Hamilton, former widow of Willlam Nicholson,
late of Company K, Seventh Regiment Indiana Velunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving, >

The name of Elizabeth Snyder, widow of Henry Snyder, late of Com—
pany- 1, Thirty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and First

Regiment United States Veteran Engineers, and pay her a pension at

the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Julian Embick, widow of Aaron Embick, late of Com-
pany E, One hundred and thirty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volun-
teer Infantry, and Company D, First Regiment Pennsylvania Veteran
Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of
that she is now receiving.

The name of Jane E. Burwell, widow of Andrew W. Burwell, late of
Company H, Fifth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $80 per month,

The name of Margaret Beck, widow of Ludwig Beck, late of Company
B, Fourteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and Battery C,
Fourth Regiment United States Volunteer Artillery, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she iz now receiv-
ing: Provided, That in the event of the death of Louisa E. Beck, help-
less and dependent daughter of eaid Ludwig and Margaret Beck, the
additional pension herein granted shall cease and determine: And pro-
vided further, That in the event of the death of Margaret Beck the
name of said Lovisa E, Beck shall be placed on the pension roll, subject
to the provisions and lmitations of the pensiomn laws, at the rate of
$20 per month from and after the date of death of said Margaret Beck.

The nume of Frances M. Loper, widow of George P. Loper, late of
Company F, Eighteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Julia M. Murphy, widow of Henry Hurphy, late of Com-
pany D, Eighth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of §00 per month in lieu of that she is now
recelving.

The name of Nellle Troost, widow of Edward Troost, late landsman,
United States Navy, Civil War, and pay her a pension at the rate of
$50 per month in lien of that ehe is now receiving.

The name of Elizabeth Siegler, widow of John F. Blegler, late of
Company H, Eighth Regiment California Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
recelving.

The name of Barah F, Spencer, widow of Loren A. Spencer, late of
Company C, Elghth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay

her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in Hen of that she is now
receiving. :

The name of Priscilla Chandler, helpless and dependent daughter of
George G. Chandler, late of Company F, Twenty-first Regiment Michi-
gan Volunteer Infantry, and Company €, Fourteenth Regiment Michi-
gan Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per
month, f

The name of Alice Cox, widow of Mark Cox, late unassigned, Thirty-
second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, nnd pay her a pension at the
rate of $£30 per month.

The name of Maria Crowl, widow of S8amuel H. Crowl, late of Com-
pany A, Twenty-ninth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and psy
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Bridget Mathews, widow of Thomas Mathews, late
of Companies A and F, Fifteenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer In-
fantry, and Company F, Third Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she
is now receiving.

The name of Margaret Y. Teters, widow of Wilbert B. Teters, late
of Company I, Twenty-fifth Regiment Okio Volunteer Infantry, and
Company H, One hundred and sixteenth Regiment Ohlo Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien
of that she Is now recelving.

The name of Elizabeth Gille, helpless and dependent daughter of
Christian Gille, late of Company F, One hundred and seveaty-eighth
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate
of $20 per month through a legally appointed guardian,

The name of Edith M. Wyatt, widow of Isaac H. Wyatt, late of
Company F, Sixty-second Regiment Obio Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of §30 per month.

The name of Grace E. Moore, widow of James M, Moore, late of Com-
pany G, One bundred and eixtleth Reglment Ohio Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a penelon at the rate of $§30 per month.

The name of Catherine Davis, widow of Caleb R. Davis, late of
Company E, Ninety-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Cora 0. Russell, widow of Francis M. Russell, late .of
Company G, One hundred and sixty-first Regiment Ohlo National Guard
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Virginia Hubley, widow of Samuel Hubley, late lands-
man, United Stateg Navy, Civil War, and pay her a pension at the
rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now recelving.

The name of May Pennington, helpless and dependent daughter of
Allison C. Pennington, late of Company D, One hundred and sixty-
elghth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay bher a pen-
sion at the rate of $20 per month In lien of that she is now receiving.

The name of Martha Burdett, widow of Reason Burdett, late of
Company E, First Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pengion at the rate of §50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving,

The name of Elizabeth Vanfosson, helpless and dependent daughter
of George Vanfosson, late of Company B, One hundred and twenty-
gixth Reglment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the
rate of $20 per month.

The name of Margaret R. McClanahan, now Humphrey, former
widow of David MeClanohan, late of Company C, One hundred and
twenty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen-
gion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Mary E. Deselms, widow of Spencer Brown Deselms,
late of Company K, Fifteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in leu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Louisa Whiteleather, widow of Joseph Whiteleather,
late of Company K, One hundred and fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of £50 per month in lien
of that she Is now recelving.

The name of Anna F. Ault, widow of Joseph C. Ault, late hospital
steward, Second Regiment Ohio Voluntieer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lleu of that she is now
receiving,

The name of Flora A, Fuller, widow of Thaddeus H. Fuller, late of
Independent Company, Trumbull Guards, Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of §40 per month in lien of that she is
now receiving,

The name of Margaret J. Coss, widow of Theodore Coss, late of
Company G, Fifteenth Regiment Obio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $00 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving. :

The name of Ada M. Buffington, widow of Benjamin R. Bufiington,
late of Company K, Fifteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and
Twenty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Elizabeth Olmstead, widow of Barnwell Olmstead, late
of Companies E and F, Bixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.
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The name of Ellen Stewart, widow of Jameés H. Btewart, late of
Company F, Eleventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in llen of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Mary D. Wirebaugh, helpless and dependent daughter of
William P, Wirebaugh, late of Company A, One hundred and forty-
third Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the
rate of $20 per month.

The name of Maggle Fetterman, widow of George Fetterman, late of
Company D, Twelfth Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Elizabeth May, widow of John May, late of Company A,
One hundred and twenty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she is
now recelving.

The name of Polly Couch, widow of Elijah Couch, late of Company I,
Fourteenth Hegiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Arena Smith, widow of Charles Smith, late of Company
K, Porty-ninth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pengion at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Lizzle MeDaniel, widow of Reuben McDaniel, late of
Company B, Seventh Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Cynthia Smallwood, widow of Edward Smallwood, late
of Companies A and D, Beventh Regiment Kentucky Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Sarah Mobley, widow of Willlam Mobley, late of Com-
pany I, Fourteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Nancy C. Patrick, widow of Calvin Patrick, late of
Company E, Thirty-second Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Laura C. York, widow of General Z. York, late of Com-
pany H, Thirteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Naney Lankford, widow of Robert Lankford, late of
Company F, Forty-seventh Regiment Kentucky Infantiry Volunteers, and
pay her a pension at the rate of §50 per month in lien of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Mary Powell, widow of Edmond W. Powell, late of
Company A, Thirty-third Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Elizabeth J. White, widow of James H. White, late of
Company F, Twenty-first Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Clementine Willlams, widow of William H, Williams, late
of Company H, Thirteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving. .

The name of Mary B, Wakefleld, widow of George Wakefield, late of
Company D, Sixty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Electa Bellen, widow of Anthony Bellen, late of Com-
pany K, Eleventh Regiment New York Volubteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiv-
ing.

The name of Lois A. Dugan, widow of Michael Dugan, late of Com-
pany D, One hundred and sixth Regiment New York Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of
that she 1s now recelving,

The name of Mary Campbell, widow of Joseph Campbell, late of
Company F, One hundred and forty-second Regiment New York Vol-
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per menth
in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Mary M. Kiles, former widow of Alexander Perry, jr.,
late of Company G, One hundred and sixth Regiment New York Vol
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $§50 per month in
lien of that she is now receiving.

The name of Mary Longto, widow of Joseph Longto, late of Com-
pany I, First Regiment New York Engineers, and pay her a pension at
the rate of $50 per month in lHeu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Alma C. Hill, widow of Jeremiah A, Hill, late of Com-
pany D, Thirteenth Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
recelving.

The name of Mary E. Giffin, widow of Martin E. Giffin, late of Com-
pany G, Ninety-elghth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pensfon at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she Is now
receiving.
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The name of Ellen Jane Puiraw, widow of Joseph Putraw, late of
Company C, Sixteenth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of James McDonald, helpless and dependent son of John F.
MecDonald, late musieian, band, Third Brigade, Second Division, Twen-
tieth Army Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month
through a legally appointed guardian.

The name of Orrilla Smith, widow of Wilbur Smith, late of Company
K, One hundred and sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $54 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving: Provided, That In the event of the death of Nettie D.
Smith, helpless and dependent daughter of sald Orrilla and Wilbur
Smith, $§12 per month of the additional pension herein granted shall
cease and determine: Provided further, That in the event of the death
ct Riley R. S8mith, helpless and dependent son of said Orrilla and Wilbur
Smith, $12 per month of the additional pension herein granted shall
cease and determine: And provided further, That in the event of the
death of Orrilla Smith, the names of Nettie D. Smith and Riley R. Smith
shall be placed on the pension roll at the rate of $20 per month to
each of them, through a duly appointed guardian, from and after the
death of said Orrilla Bmith.

The name of Ida V. Forbes, widow of Thomas 0. Forbes, Iate of
Company D, Thirty-ninth Regiment Wew York Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. !

The name of Henrietta Bowker, widow of Sherman O. Bowker, late
of Company C, Ninety-second Regiment New York Volunteer Infaumtry,
and pay ber a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that
she is now receiving.

The name of Harrlet A, Holmes, widow of George P. Holmes, late
of Company A, Twentieth Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Julia Laroue, widow of Jullus Laroue, late of Company
M, Sixth Regiment New York YVolunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay her
a pension at the rate of §560 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Addie Gratton, widow of Jerry Gratton, late of Com-
pany H, Ninety-eighth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Ceeil C. Cardinal, helpless and dependent son of Frauk-
lin Cardinal, late of Company D, Bixtleth Regiment New York Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month
through & legally appointed guardian.

The name of Margaret Richards, widow of James H. Richards, late
of Company A, Nincty-second Regiment New York Vplunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that
she Is now receiving.

The name of Margaret E. Reisch, widow of Emanuel Reisch, Inte of
Company F, Forty-elghth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Lizzie J. Yeagley, widow of Charles H. Yeagley, late
of Company B, Thirty-eighth Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and
unassigned, One hundred and twenty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in
lien of that she is now receiving.

The name of Rachel A. Woggerman, former widow of Danlel Lo-
baugh, late of Company I, Beventy-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month through
a legally appointed guardian in lieu cf that she is now receiving,

The pame of Frane Murray, widow of Samuel Murray, late of Com-
pany A, One hundred and twenty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Mary A. Radney, widow of Henry Radney, late of
Company K, Second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that
she 18 now recelving.

The name of Willlam H. Melntosh, helpless and dependent son of
James D. McIntosh, late of Company A, One hundred and twentleth
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $20 per month through a legally appointed gnardian,

The name of Anna K. Warren, widow of Willlam M. Warren, late
of Company I, One hundred and twentieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Alexander Sweeney, late a nurse, General Hospital,
Chestnut Hill, Philadelphia, Pa., Civil War, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Mary A. Thompson, widow of George A, Thompson, late
of Company M, Tenth Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Martha Stadler, widow of John G. Stadler, late of
Company B, Tenth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantiry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in liev of that she is now
recelving.
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The name of Katherlne Kraft, widew of Peter Kraft, late of Com-
pany B, First Reglment New Jergey Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a penglon at the rate of $50 per month iIn lien of that ghe 13 now
recelving.

The name of Rebecea Pedrick, widow of Willlam Pedrick, late of
Company H, Seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and
Company H, Thirty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Milltia Infantry,
and pay her a pensfon at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of George O. Flowers, helpless and dependent son of Sam-
uel M. Flowers, late of Company K, One hundred and ninety-fifth
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $20 per month through a legally appointed guardian.

The name of Nancy B. Hammon, widow of Martin L., Hammon, late
of Company B, One hundred and tenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in
Hen of that she is now recelving.

The name of Mary J. Miller, widow of John B. Miller, late of Com-
pany M, Twenty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of £50 per month in leu of that she ls
now receiving.

The name of Elizabeth Downs, widow of Willlam H. Downs, late of
Company (G, Twenty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she
I8 now receiving.

'The name of Priscilla Boyer, helpless and dependent daughter of
John Boyer, late of Company C, Two hundred and eighth Regiment
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of
$20 per month.

The name of Maria Van Orman, widow of John W. Van Orman, late of
Company A, Seventy-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Elizabeth Shaver, widow of David E. Shaver, late of
Company K, Two hundred and second Regiment Pennsylvania Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Indiana Grant, widow of William J, Grant, late of
Company A, Beventy-sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a penslon at the rate of §30 per month.

The name of Mary A. Redd, widow of Mordecal Redd, late of Com-
pany I, Thirty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of §60 per month In lieu of that she is now
recelving.

The name of Mary A, Crane, widow of John A. Crane, late of Com-
pany A, Eighty-fourth Regiment Illinols Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lleu of that she iz now
receiving,

The name of Elizabeth Oswald, widow of Charles Oswald, late of
Company H, Bixteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lleu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Orrel Tucker, widow of John O. Tucker, first-class boy,
United States Navy, Civil War, and pay her a pension at the rate of
$50 per month in Heu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Jennle Hall, widow of Carr Hall, late of Company H,
Fourteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Julia B. Jones, widow of William D. Jones, late of
Company C, Third Regiment New York Volunteer Light Artillery, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in Heu of that she is
now receiving,

The name of Martin Flint, late of Company K, One hundred and
seventeenth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and Company I,
Forty-eighth Regiment New York Volunteer Infaniry, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $50 per month.

The name of Willlam H. Johnston, helpless and dependent son of
John W. Johnston, late of Company D, Second Regiment New York
Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20
per month throngh a legally appointed guardian.

The name of Martha L. H. Bhoemaker, widow of David Shoemaker,
late of Company F, One hundred and fourth Regiment Ohlo Volun-
teer Infantry, and Bixty-first Company, Second Battalion Veteran
Reserve Corps, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month
in lien of that she is_now receiving.

The name of Mary Smith, widow of Michael Smith, late of Com-
pany K, Twenty-eighth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in
lien of that she is now receiving.

The name of Amanda Tyner, widow of John T, Tyner, late of Com-
pany D, One hundred and thirty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in
lien of that she is now receiving.

The name of Harriet N. Jones, widow of Jacob Jones, late of Com-
pany D, Thirty-fifth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in Heu of that she Ia
now receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of Cynthia A.
Jones, helpless and dependent daughter of sald Jacob and Harrlet N.
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Jones, the additional pension herein granted shall cease and deter-
mine: And provided further, That in the event of the death of Har-
riet N. Jones, the name of said Cynthia A. Jones shall be placed
on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the
pension laws, at the rate of $20 per month from and after the date
of death of said Harrlet N. Jones.

The name of Malinda J. Miller, widow of Michael Miller, late of
Company D, Fortleth Regiment Towa Volumteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Edith Heu-de-Bourck, widow of Wiliam H. Heu-de-
Bourck, late of Company L, First Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Priscilla De Witt, widow of James P. De Witt, late
of Second Battery, Iowa Light Artillery, and pay her a pension at
the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Elizabeth A, Line, former widow of George H. Norris,
late of Company @, Eighty-sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien
of that she is now receiving.

The name of Madlum Milledge, widow of Stephen 8. Milledge, late
of Company G, One hundred and first Regiment Illinois Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in
leu of that she is mow recelving.

The name of Mary Emily Stansberry, widow of Allen W. Stans-
berry, late of Company H, Third Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavairy,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that
she 18 mow receiving.

The name of Naney J. Ross, widow of James . Ross, late of
Company K, Forty-sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she
is now receiving.

The name of Lydia G. Read, widow of Daniel Read, late of Com-
pany F, Forty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Clara Harlan, former widow of John Wilkinson, late
of Company A, Second Regiment Illinols Volunteer Light Artillery,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in Heu of that
she is now receiving.

The name of Sarah J. Gray, widow of Orrin Gray, late of Com-
pany A, Bixteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and
Company K, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pengion at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she is

. nOW receiving.

The name of Aleda Cobb, widow of Oliver H. Cobb, late of Com-
pany K, Forty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Lena Thackeray, widow of James Thackeray, iate
of Fifth Unattached Company, Massachusetts Militia, Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Laura R, Cummings, widow of Frederick A. Cummings,
late of Company B, Second Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infan-
try, and Ninth Independent Battery, Massachusetts Volunteer Light
Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien
of that she iz now recelving.

The name of Josie Hicks, helpless and dependent daughter of William
B. Hicks, late of Company D, Forty-sixth Regiment Missour! Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month,

The name of Elizabeth A. Norman, widow of James B Norman, late
of Company H, Forty-third Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and
Company D, Fifty-first Regiment Missonri Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Effie Overton, helpless and dependent daughter of
William Overtc}n. late of Company I, Fourth Regiment Provisional
Enrolled Missouri Militia, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20
per month,

The name of Jane Prather, widow of George M. Prather, late of
Company B, First Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Benjamin F. Ewing, late of Company M, Thirty-first
Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $50 per month,

The name of Sallie Gearhart, widow of John Gearhart, late of Com-
pany E, One hundred and twenty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in leu of
that ghe is now receiving.

The pame of Annie L. Durham, former widow of Tolford Durham,
late of Company A, Fourth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month, without affecting the
pension of $20 a month now being paid to William H, Durham, helpless
and dependent son of the late soldier,

The name of Thomas C. Jones, late of Company F, Eleventh Regl-
ment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$60 per month,
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The name of Catherine Bridgford, wldow of William Bridgford, late
of Company K, Ninety-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry,
and Company I, One hundred and forty-ninth Regiment New York
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month
in lien of that she is now receiving.

The name of Sarah F. Vier, widow of George Vier, late of musician
band, Second Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $50 per month in leu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Sarah L. Hogle, widow of Alanson Hogle, late of Com-
pany E, Sixty-second Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Lucilla B. Lobdell, widow of James E, Lobdell, late
of Company G, One hundred and forty-third Regiment Pennsylvania
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $560 per month
in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Annie E. Allen, widow of Stanton P. Allen, late of
Company C, First Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of §50 per month in lien of that she is now
recelving,

The name of Julia A. Duell, widow of Dennis Duell, late of Com-
pany E, One hundred and forty-second Regiment New York Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $§50 per month in lien
of that she is now receiving.

The name of Sarah Capron, widow of Edmund Capron, late of Com-
pany B, One hundred and twenty-third Regiment New York Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Mary Ann Bain, widow of James Bain, late of Com-
pany B, Thirtieth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in leu of that she is now
recelving.

The name of Lydia F. Barkley, widow of Robert Barkley, late of
band, First Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Julin D. Gould, widow of George Gould, late of Com-
pany B, Becond Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she is aow
receiving.

The name of Nannie E, Ladd, widow of Idgar P, Ladd, late of Com-
pany E, First Regiment New York Mounted Rifles, and pay her a pen-
glon at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Julia L. Hawklns, widow of Charles J, Hawkins, late
of Company L, Second Regiment New York Veteran Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Christella B. Lawrence, widow of Charles M. Lawrence,
Iate landsman, United States Navy, Civil War, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Susan B, Allen, widow of Edward N, Allen, late of Com-
pany I, Fifth Regiment New Jersey Infantry, and Company G, Seventh
Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a penslon at the
rate of §50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Martha A. Bechtel, widow of Frederick Bechtel, late
of Company G, Twenty-third Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infautry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that
she is now recelving.

The name of Annie Ireland, widow of Thomas G. Ireland, lata of
Company D, First Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in licu of that she is aow
receiving.

The name of Sarah BE. Patterson, widow of William Patterson, late
of Company C, First Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $60 per month in lleu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Margaret C. Todd, widow of Benjamin H. Todd, late
of Company C, Ninth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lleu of that she is
now receiving,

The name of Busanna D. Tyler, widow of Thomas Tyler, late of
Company G, Third Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of §50 per month in Heu of that she is now
receiving,

The name of Clara E. Seaton, widow of Samuel M. Seaton, late of
Company G, Fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Margaret A. Robinson, widow of Henry L. Robinson,
late landsman, United States Navy, Civil War, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Mary Weller, helpless and dependent daughter of
Charles Weller, late of Company I, Sixteenth Regiment Pennsylvania
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month
through a legally appolnted guardian.

The name of Victor Clark, helpless and dependent son of Robert B,
Clark, late of Company A, One hundred and thirty-fourth Regiment
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Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay bim a pension at the rate
of $20 per month through a legally appointed guardian.

The name of Rachel Peace, widow of Joseph Peace, jr., late of Com-
pany A, Forty-ninth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is
now recelving,

The name of Amelia Harvey, widow of George W. Harvey, late of
Company I, Fourteenth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she
i8 now recelving.

The name of Hattie E. Harvey, widow of Francis A. Harvey, late of
Company E, One hundred and seventy-ninth Regiment New York Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Eva B. Lynch, helpless and dependent daughter of
Uriah Lynch, late of Company K, Twenty-sixth Regiment New York
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month
in lien of that she is now receiving.

The name of Alice May, widow of Charles H. May, late of Company
D, First Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and Company H,
Second Reglment Pennsylvania Provisional Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Agnes Presho, widow of John Presho, late of Company
C, One hundred and elghty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien
of that she is now receiving.

The name of Sate L. Retan, former widow of Azariah C. Brundage,
late of Company I, Thirty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Lydia H. Squires, widow of Niram B. Squires, late of
Company C, One hundred and eighty-eighth Regiment New York Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Margaret C. Westbrook, widow of Joshua Westhrook,
late of Company K, One hundred and thirty-seventh Regiment New
York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30
per month,

The name of Ursula Lamphier, widow of Alonzo M. Lamphier, late
of Company E, Tenth Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Mary J. Vail, widow of John M. Vail, late of Company
H, One hundred and sixty-eighth Regiment New York Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lleu of
that she is now recelving.

The name of Henrietta Grubb, widow of David Grubb, late of Coms-
pany A, Forty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now re-
ceiving.

The name of Nancy E. Heller, widow of Willlam Heller, late of
Company I, One hundred and seventy-ninth Regiment Ohio Velunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu
of that she is now receiving.

The name of Elizabeth Brillhart, former widow of James Dunbar,
late of Company A, Sixty-elghth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that
she is now receiving.

The name of Lucy Lamb, widow of Hiram Lambh, late of Company B,
Seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at
the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Ellen M, Brown, widow of BEgbert D. Brown, late of
Company A, One hundred and eighty-ninth Reglment Ohlo Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu
of that she is now receiving.

The name of Phebe A, Rice, widow of William Rice, late of Company
M, First Regiment New York Veteran Cavalry, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $50 per month In lleu of that she 18 now receiving.

The name of Alphiald E. I'ark, widow of Sidney W. Park, late of
Company G, Seventh Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay
ber a pension at the rate of §30 per month.

The name of Prudence E. Bair, widow of George Bair, late of Com-
pany G, Twenty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer, Infaniry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she Is now
receiving.

The name of Phoebe 10, Betts, former widow of George Halter, late
of Company E, One hundred and sixty-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien
of that she is now receiving,

The name of Nancy M. Burroughs, widow of Willlam L. Burroughs,
late of Companies K and C, Sixteenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer
Infantry, and Company E, One hundred and fifty-second Regiment
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of
$30 per month.

The name of Millie Burton, widow of John W. Burton, late of Com-
pany G, Forty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $40 per month in lien of that she is now
receiving,

The name of Hlvesta BE. Carper, widow of James W. Carper, late of
Company F, Fifty-fifth Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
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a pension at the rate of $560 per month in Neu of that she is now
receiving,

The name of Emma J, Dunn, widow of Francis W. Dunn, late of
Company D, One hundred and twenty-eighth Regiment Ohlo Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu
of that ghe is now receiving.

The name of Addle M. Jackson, widow of Thomas Jackson, late of
Company F, Seventy-second Regiment Obhlo Volunteer Infantry, and
Company D, Third Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $40 per month in lien of that she is now
receiving.,

The name of Mell A, Jones, widow of Decatur Jones, late of Com-
pany C, Hoffman’s Battalion Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $50 per month in Hen of that she is now
reeelving,

The name of Katie Krieger, widow of Jacob Krieger, late of Company
K, One hundred and first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lleu of that she is nmow
receiving,

The name of Pauline Lieball, former widow of William Kaiser, late
of Companies B and D, Sixth Regiment United States Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu
of that ghe is now recelving. '

The name of Sarah A, Nighswander, widow of Jacob Nighswander,
late of Company C, One hundred and eightieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien
of that she iz now reeeiving.

The name of Adaline Norton, widow of James A. Norton, late of
Company K, One hundred aund first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry,
and adjutant, One hundred and twenty-third Regiment United States
Colored Volunteer Infaniry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50
per month in lieu of that ghe is now receiving,

The name of Flora A. Overmire, widow of Alhert Overmire, late of
Company K, Fifty-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a peusion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving,

The name of Mary A. Schwab, widow of Johmn M. Behwab, late of
Company I, Third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she is pow
receiving,

The name of Elizabeth Stowe, widow of Frank Stowe, late of Com-
pany K, Twenty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in len of that she iz now
receiving.

The name of Clara R. Stutsman, widow of Robert D. Stutsman, late
of Company K, First Regiment Ohio Voluntear Heavy Artillery, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Mary E. Wentz, widow of James H. Wents, late of
Company D, One hundred and twenty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in leu
of that ghe is now receiving.

The name of Olive A. B. McLaughlin, widow of James W. McLaughlin,
late of Captain Gilbert's Company (C, Benton Cadets, Missourl Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $80 per month.

The name of Edward Jones, late of Company H, One hundred and
fifty-second Regiment Indlana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen-
glon at the rate of $50 per month,

The name of Lydia A. Lawrence, widow of James Lawrence, late of
Twenty-first unattached company, Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of §30 per month.

The name of Lucy R. Robertson, widow of Willlam Robertson, late
of Company I, Becond Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artil-
lery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Anne Davls, widow of Thomas W, Davis, alias Thomas
D. Evans, late ordinary seaman, United Btates Navy, Civil War, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is
now recelving.

The name of Cordelia Kite, widow of Willlam H. H. Kite, late of
Company I, Thirteenth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $80 per month. !

The name of Mary Allen, widow of James R, Allen, late of Company
D, Thirteenth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Sallie Cope, widow of Woodson Cope, late of Company B,
Eighth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of William Woodby, helpless and dependent son of Hezekiah
Woodby, late of Company B, Thirteenth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month,

The name of Susan A. Stout, widow of Alfred A. Stout, late of Com-
pany M, Thirteenth Reglment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she is now
recelving: Provided, That in the event of the death of Ellen Stout,
helpless and dependent daughter of sald Alfred A, and Busan A. Btout,
the additional pension hereln granted ghall cease and determine: And
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provided further, That in the event of the denth of Susan A. Stout the
name of said Ellen Stout shall be placed on the pension roll, subject
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of $20
per month from and after the date of death of sald Susan A. Stout.

The name of Lena Campbell, widow of Thomas W, Campbell, late
sergeant, First Bharpshooters, attached to Twenty-seventh Regiment
Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of §40
per month in Heu of that ghe iz now receiving.

The name of Edith L. Howland, widow of Levi Howland, late major,
First Regiment Wisconsin Velunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now recelving.

The name of Mary C. Sanders, widow of Josiah P, Sanders, late of
Company H, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Sadie Humphrey, widow of Willlam W. Humphrey, late
of Company F," One hundred and eighty-eighth Regiment New York
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per
month,

The name of Mae L. Cornmell, helpless and dependent daughter of
Rollin T. Cornell, late of Company B, One hundred and fifty-sixth Regi-
ment INinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a peusion at the rate of
$20 per month,

The name of Thomas Sims, late of Kennamer's company, Alabama
Scouts and Guides, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month
in Heu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Lilian Skidmore, widow of Joseph W. Skidmore, late of
Company E, Second Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Hllen Buckley, widow of Bartholomew Buckley, late of
Company I, First Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Heavy Artillery,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Zilpha J. Rowe, helpless and dependent daughter of
David Rowe, late of Company E, Ninth Regiment Maine Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The pame of Cora E. Farrar, helpless and dependent daughter of
George W. Berry, late of Company H, Fourteenth Regiment Maine
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per
month through a legally appointed guardian.

The name of Ida F. Knight, widow of Zebulon Knight, late of Com-
pany C, Twelfth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay her &
pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The pame of Alice J. Selby, widow of Henry Dalton Selby, late of
Company E, Third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Georgla A, Godwin, widow of Cornelius Godwin, late of
Capt. William H. Smith’s Company E, Third Battalion, First Regiment
Kentucky Capital Guards, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per
month,

The name of Sallie A. Palmore, widow of Frederick W. Palmore, late
of Company H, Tenth Regiment Tennegsee Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Mary E, Bcudder, widow of Elias Scudder, late of Com-
pany D, Ninety-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer.Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she is now
receiving,

The name of Anna C. Tonnemacher, widow of Henry B. Tonne-
macher, late of Company D, Fiftieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infan-
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Mary Marker, former widow of Pinkney Dane, late of
Company H, Twelfth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Susan Hall, widow of Alvey H. Brackett, alias Henry A.
Clark, known as Henry Hall, late of Company A, Seventh Regiment
Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per
month in lien of that she is now receiving,

The name of Hattie L, Cantwell, widow of William A. Blood, late of
Company O, Ninety-elghth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Sarah J. Mersereau, widow of Fayette Merserean, late
of Company F, One hundred and forty-seventh Regiment New York
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month
in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Maria H. Kame, widow of William T. Kame, late of
Company G, Eleventh Regiment Ohjo Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Barah E. Keefer, widow of James A, Keefer, late of
Company B, Thirty-fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Julia A. Springer, widow of John C. Springer, late of
Company K, Twenty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Mary A. Zimmerman, widow of William H. Zimmerman,
late of Company C, One hundred and twenty-eighth Regiment Ohio Vol-
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,
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The name: of Ellzabeth J, Barton, widow of Henry O. Barton, late of
Company C, First Regiment Michigan Engineers and Mechanles, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Julia Miller, helpless and dependent daughter of David
Miller, late of Company I, First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Light Artil-
lery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Mary L. Hershberger, widow of Eli Hershberger, late
of Company G, One hundred and sixty-second Regiment Ohlo National
Guard Infantry, and pay her a pensfon at the rate of $50 per month
in lien of that she is now recelving.

The name of R. Elvina McDonald, widow of George W. McDonald,
late of Company K, One hundred and ninetieth Regiment Pennsylvania
Volunteer Infantry, and Company K, Thirteenth Regiment Pennsylvania
Reserve Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month
fn leu of that she Is now recelving.

The name of Julia A. Cameron, widow of Alexander Cameron, late
of Company H, One hundred and second Reglment Pennsylvania Vol-
unteer Infantry, and pay her a penslon at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Hannah Spring, former widow of George H. Spring,
late of Company C, Seventh Regiment Missouri State Militla Cavalry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lleu of that
she is now recelving.

The name of Rebecea J. Crist, widow of Ervin Crist, late of Com-
pany I, Forty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a penslon at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Amelia Viets, widow of Seba Viets, late of Company
C, Fifth Regiment Missourl State Milltia Cavalry, and Company
E, Thirteenth Regiment Missouri Cavalry, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is mow recelving.

The name of Nancy A. McKinzie, widow of John W, McKinzie,
late of Company C, Fortleth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that
ghe is now receiving.

The name of Cora Hubbard, helpless and dependent daughter of
Adam Hubbard, late of Company B, Sixteenth Reglment Indlana
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per
month, through a legally appointed guardian, in len of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Mary J. Smith, widow of John Smith, late of Com-
panies L and B, Seventy-seventh Regiment United States Colored
YVolunteer Infantry, and Company D, Tenth Regiment United Btates
Colored Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate
of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Louisa Fitzslmmons, former widow of Jacob Engle,
late of Company H, Seventeenth Regiment Michigan Velunteer In-
fantry, and Company E, BSecond Regiment Michigan Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in Hen
of that she is now receiving.

The name of Elizabeth J. Hibler, widow of Louis P. Hibler, late
of Company K, Bixty-third Regiment Enrolled Missourl Militia, and
pay her a pensfon at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Marion Lee, widow of David C. Lee, late artificer, B
Battallon United States Engineers, and pay her a pension at the
rate of $30 per month,

The name of  Rebecca Backman, widow of Charles M. Backman,
late of Company E, One hundred and seventh Regiment New York
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per
month in Heu of that she 1s now receiving.

The name of Minervie Thralls, widow of Joseph Thralls, late of
Company A, Sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $§50 per month in lleu of that she 1s now
receiving,

The name of Willlam Reynolds, helpless and dependent son of
Ellas Reynolds, late of Company F, Sixty-sixth Regiment Indiana
Yolunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per
month through a legally appeinted guardian.

The name of James R. Maston, helpless and dependent son of
James Maston, late of Company C, Thirty-eighth Regiment Indlana
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per
month through a legally appointed guardian.

The name of Mary E. Lofton, widow of William A. B. Lofton,
late of Company B, Ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $60 per month in Heu of that she
is now receiving.

The name of Louisa M. Johnson, widow of Edwin F. Johngon, late
of Company B, Twenty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry,
and pay ber a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that
ghe is now receiving.

The name of Angeline Hollowell, widow of Andrew J. Hollowell, late
of Company A, Forty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lleu of that she is
now receiving,

The name of Adaline E., Fetz, helpless and dependent daughter of
Charles Fetz, late of Captain Brown's independent company, Indiana
Legion, and Captain Adam Knapp's Company A, Seventh Regiment
Indiana Leglon, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month,
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The name of Sarah F. Esarey, widow of John C. Faarey, late of Com- -
pany G, Fifty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Harriet A. Craig, widow of Amos Craig, late of Com-
pany C, Thirty-elghth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in leu of that she is now
recelving.

The name of Emma E. Blake, widow of Thomas M. Blake, late of
Company F, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of §$30 per
month,

The name of Harriet A. Danlels, widow of William B. Daniels, late
of Company C, Thirteenth Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu or that she
18 now recelving.

The name of Genevria Hatheway, widow of Martin Hatheway, late
of Battery C, Second Regiment Illinols Volunteer Light Artillery, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is
now recelving,

The name of Sarah Ladson, former widow of Jobn Hines, late of
Company I, Second Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Hattie Johnson, widow of Franklin Johnson, late of
Company B, Twenty-fourth Regiment Indlana Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $80 per month.

The name of Eliza C. Clark, widow of John W. Clark, late of Com-
pany D, Eightieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now re
ceiving.

The name of Rachel L. Spencer, former widow of James H, Quillen,
late of Company D, Fourteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry,
and Company C, First Regiment Indiana Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she is now
receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of Naney E.
Quillen, helpless and dependent daughter of said James H. and Rachel
L. Quillen, the additional pension herein granted shall cease and deter-
mine: And provided further, That in the event of the death of Rachel
L. Spencer, the name of gald Nancy E. Quillen shall be placed on the
pension roll, subject to the provislons and limitatlons of the pension
laws, at the rate of $20 per month from and after the date of death of
suld Rachel L. Spencer,

The name of Lewis C. Jones, helpless and dependent son of Thomas
M. Jones, late of Company H, Thirteenth Roegiment Indiana Volunteer
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu
of that he is now receiving,

The name of Martha J. Lawyer, widow of Benjamin F, Lawyer, late
of Company C, One hundred and seventeenth Regiment Indiana Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of George Taylor, helpless and dependent son of David
Taylor, late of Company F, Thirtieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month through a
legally appointed guardian.

The name of James H. Beaman, late unassigned, Indiana Volunteer
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month,

The name of Samuel R. Proud, also known as Samuel Proud, late of
Company E, Twentieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay
him a pension at the rate of $50 per month.

The name of Adeline Ringelstein, widow of Augustus Ringelsteln,
late of Company H, One hundred and fortieth Regiment New York
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per
month in llen of that she is now recelving.

The name of Rosanna A. Moe, widow of Augustus R. Moe, late
of Company B, Seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month In lien of that
she 18 now recelving.

The name of Busan B. Chorchill, widow of Elroy Churchill, late
of Company A, First Regiment New York Mounted Rifles, and Com-
pany A, Twenty-third Reglment Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $50 per month In leu of that she is now
recelving,

The name of Ellen Gowln, widow of David Gowlin, late of Com-
pany D, Fourteenth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery,
and pay her a pension at the rate of §50 per month in leu of that
she is now receiving.

The name of Mary C. Gibbs, widow of Judson B. Gibbs, late of
Company C, Twenty-eighth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a penslon at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that
she is now receiving.

The name of Elizabeth Power, helpless and dependent danghter of
Charles A. Power, late of Company D, Thirty-first Regiment Indiana
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per
mouth.

The name of Susanna E. Shannon, widow of John T. Shannon, latue
of Company D, First Regiment Indiana Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month i{n len of that she
is now receiving.
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The name of Franels 8. Haynes, alias Francis ®. Reedy, late of
Company H, Hecond Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and Com-
panies I and F, Forty-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry,
and Nineteenth HRegiment Unpited States Volunteer Infn.ntry, and pmr
him # pension at the rate of $50 per month,

The name of Margaret MeCullough, widow of Willlam MeCullough,
late of Company F, Thirty-sixth Regiment lowa Volunteer Infantry,
and pay ber a pension at the rate of $50 per month in Heu of that
she is now receiving,

The name of Elizabeth Keller, helpless and dependent daughter
of George W. Keller, late of Company 1, Nineteenth Regiment In-
diana Volunfeer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20
per month.,

The name of Annie Vandegrift, widow of George W. M. Vande-
gritt, late of Company E, Ninth Hegiment New York Volunteer
Heavy Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of §40 per month
In lien of that she Is now receiving.

The name of Daniel W. Roberts, late of Capt. Henry N. Cook's
Boone County Missouri Militia, and pay him a pepsion at the rate of
$50 per month.,

The name of William M. Siiver, helpless and dependent son of
Joshua J. Silver, late of Company H, One hundred and fifty-sixth
Regiment Oblo Volunteer Infantry, and pay bim a pension at the
rate of $20 per month throngh a legally appolnted guardian, -

The name of Amanda Hall, widow of Robert W. Hall, late of
Company D, Seventy-second Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of £50 per month in liew of that she
is now recelving,

The name of Isadora P. Roberts, former widow of William B.
Evans, late of Company D, One hundred and twenty-sixth Regiment
1llinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of
$£50 per month in lien of that she is now receiving.

The name of Naney Burton, former widow of Brice P. Colyer,
late of Company F, Forty-second Regiment Missouri Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her & pension at the rate of $50 per month in len
of that she is now receiving.

The name of Mary C. Hale, widow of John B. Hale, late colonel
Fourth Regiment Provisional Enrolled Missouri Militia, and pay her
n pension at the rate of $50 per mouth in lieu of that she is now
receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of Walter H.
Hale, helpless and dependent gon of said John B. and Mary C. Hale,
the additional pension herein granted shall cease and determine: And
provided further, That in the event of the death of Mary C. Hale,
the name of sald Walter H. Hale shall be placed on the pension
roll, subject to the provisions and Ilmitations of the. pension laws,
at the rate of $20 per month from and after the date of death of said
Mary C., Hale.

The name of Sarah J. Alderson, widow of Francis M. Alderson,
late of Capt. Charles F. Mayo's Company C, Forty-sixth Regiment
Enrolled Missouri Militia, and pay her a pension at the rate of
$£30 per month. ]

The name of Susan G. Caplinger, widow of Andrew J. Caplinger,
late of Company K, Thirty-ninth Regiment Missouri Volunteer In-
fautry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu
of that she is now receiving,

The name of Francis C. Evans, widow of John R. Evans, late of
Company A, Twenty-sixth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she
is now reeelving.

The name of Frederick Robb, late of Capt. Alexander Denny’s
company of Randolph, Howard, and Chariton Counties, Volunceer
Militia of Missouri, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per
month,

The name of Daniel Ransdale, late of Capt. Henry N. Cook's
Boone County company, Missouri Volunteer Militla, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $50 per month.

The name of Sarah Fisher, widow of Elijah T. Fisher, late of
Company E, Eleventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of £50 per month in lien of that she is
now recelving.

The name of FEunice C. Dearing, widow of Jacob M. Dearing,
late of Capt. W. L. Webl's Company E, Sixty-sixth Regiment En-
rolled Missourl Militia, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30
per month,

The name of Eliza J. Taylor, widow of Willlam F. Taylor, late
of Companies M and K, First Regiment Arkansas Volunteer Cavalry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that
she is now receiving.

The name of Mary E. Nixon, widow of Edwin Nixon, late sergeant,
Forty-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pengion at the rate of $30 per mounth In Heu of that she 1s now
receiving.

The name of Julin A, MecCabe, widow of Jobhn J. McCabe, ‘ate
of Compauy C, Third Regiment Arkansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.
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The name of Hattie A. Frazier, wilow of Silas Frazier, late of
Company B, One hundred and sixth Regiment Illinois Yoluntecr
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in'
lHen of that she is now receiving,

The name of Jane Grant, widow of Tevi Grant, late of Company
B, One hundred and fifty-fourth Regiment IlHnois Volunteer Infan‘ry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that
she is now receiving.

The name of Alice E, Deitrick, widow of John Deitrick, late of
Company B, SBeventh Regiment Penneylvania Volunteer Reserve In-
fantry (Thirty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers), and om-
pany K, Eighty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Sarah B. Davenport, widow of Bhaderick G. Daveupnrt,-
late of Company G, Eleventh Hegiment Kentueky Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $560 per month In lien of that
she is now receiving. :

The pame of Loucinda J. Dixon, widow of Willlam E. Dixon, late
of Company C, Fifty-second Regiment Kentucky Mounted Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that
she is now reeeiving. )

The name of Margaret C. Fortney, widow of Eli A. Fortney, late.
of Company F, Thirty-fifth Regiment Kentucky Mounted [nfantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of 850 per month in lien of that
she is now receiving.

The name of Sarah Hughes, widow cf Wlluam Hughes, late seaman,
United States Navy, Civil War, and pay her a pension at the rate
of §50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Frances A. Neighbors, widow of George W. Neighbors,.
late of Company A, Twelfth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that she
18 now receiving.

The name of Martha H. Nunn, former widow of Willlam H. F. Hiser,
late of Company B, Twenty-first Regiment Kentucky Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of §50 per month in lien
of that she Is now reeeiving.

The name of Rebecca Pardoe, widow of John C. Pardue, late of
<ompany K, Ninth Hegiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she is
now réceiving.

The name of Francis Payne, widow of Edgar Payne, late of Com-
pany B, One hundred and ninth Regiment United SBtates Colored Vol-
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of £30 per month.

The name of Rachel E. Diehl, widow of Milton Diehl, late of Com-
pany G, Twenty-sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Imantry, Company
H, Thirty-second Regiment United Biates Infaniry, and Company H,
Twenty-first Regiment United States Infantry, and pay her a penzion
at the rate of $30 per month.

The pame of Virginia Griffith, widow of Charles W. Griffith, late of
Company B, One hundred and eighty-ninth Regiment New York Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in
lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Mary L. Minesinger, widow of David N. Minesinger,
late of Company H, One hundred and fortieth Regiment Pennsylvania
Volunteer Infantry, and Battery C, Pirst Regiment Pennsylvania Vol-
unteer Light Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per
month in lieu of that she is now recelving.

The name of Louise C. Kimberly, widow of Robert L. Kimberly,
late colonel One hundred and ninety-first Regiment Ohjo Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien
of that she is now receiving.

The name of Bmily E. Phillips, widow of Roff Phillips, late of
Company A, Sixty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month In Heu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Nancy Morgan, widow of William G. Morgan, late of
Company K, Eleventh Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Aroline H. Atwood, widow of Moses F. Atwood, late
of Company D, Thirty-third Regiment Iowa Velunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month In llen of that she
is now recelving.

The name of Permelia I. Winters, widow of Willlam J. Winters, late
of Company A, Filty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in ]ieu of that she
is now receiving.

The name of Roena J. Vance, widow of Henry B. Vance, late of
Company G, One hundred and forty-sixth Regiment Illincis Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Nora B, Hardy, widow of John Q. Hardy, late of Com-
pany G, Eleventh Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Florenee A. Rathbun, widow of Eben H. Rathbun, late
of Company B, Seventh Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she
Is now receiving.
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The name of Lovisa Buckley, widow of Philo Buckley, late of Com-
pany A, One hundred and forty-third Regiment New York Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien
of that she is now recelving.

The name of Amanda Jane Chesnutt, widow of Samuel Chesnutt,
late of Company C, SBeventy-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of §50 per month in liea
of that she is now receiving.

The name of Nancy J. Stricklanll, widow of Cyrus Strickland, late of
Company H, Fifty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of §50 per month in lieu of that she
is now recelving.

The name of Annie M. Goss, widow of Richard Goss, late of Troop I,
Bixth Regiment United States Cavalry, and pay ber a pension at the
rate of $50 per month in lien of that she is now receiving.

The name of Joseph Alters, allas Joseph Alter, late of Company I,
Fifty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Voelunteer Infantry, and pay him a
pengion at the rate of $50 per month.

. The name of Harrlet Webber, widow of Walter J. Webber, late of
Fourteenth Independent Battery, Ohio Volunteer Light Artillery, and
pay her a pension st the rate of $50 per -month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Patrick H. Bushnell, also known as Patrick Bushell,
Inte of Company H, One hundred and ninety-fourth Regiment New
York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50
per month,

. The name of Joey T. Dibble, widow of Ira Dibble, .late of Company
A, Eighty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension nt the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Sarah L. Heintzman, helpless and .dependent daughter
of Jacob Heintzmnan, late of Company F, Ninety-elghth Regiment New
York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20
per month through a legally appointed guardian.

The name of Lottie J. Heintzman, helpless and dependent daughter

of Jaecob Heintzman, late of Company F, Ninety-eighth Regiment New
York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at.the rate of $20 per
month through a legally appointed guardian,

The name of Dorthula E. 8mith, widow of John R. Smith, late u'r
Company G, Twenty-third Reglment Iowa Volunteer Intnntr,r, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Mary L. Young, widow of George Young, late of Com-
panies K and B, ‘I'Mrtyﬂm Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Carrie A. Cunningham, widow of Nason B. Cunning-
ham, late of Company E, Bixth Regiment Maine. Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Nathan W. Hamilton, helpless and dependent son of
Richard 8.. Hamilton, late of Company I, Eighty-fifth Regiment In-
diana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a penslon at the rate of $20
per month,

The name of Agnes Rayburn, widow of Willlam H. Rayburn, late of
Company I, Fourth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Maggie Brown, helpless and dependent daughter of
Anderson Brown, late of Company D, Fiftieth Reglment Indiana
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per
month.

The name of Mary D. Smith, widow of Chamning Smith, late of
Company A, One hundred and sixteenth Regiment New York Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu
of that she [s now receiving.

The name of Theodora E. Elsenbart, widow of Casper A. Eisenbart,
also known as Anton Eisenbart, late of Company D, Twenty-seventh
Regiment Enrolled Missour] Militia, and pay her a pension at the rate
of $30 per month.

The name of Sarah E. Madison, widow of George R. Madison, late
musiclan, Fifty-sixth Regiment Illinois- Volanteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in liew of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Maria Sylvester, widow of William M. Sylvester, late
of Company D, Forty-second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month through a legally
appointed guardian in leu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Catherine Eichhorn, widow of George Eichhorn, late of
Companies L and E, Fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in leu of that

.she is now receiving,

The name of Mary E. Buckmaster, widow of James Buckmaster, late
of Company M, Seventh Regiment Missourl Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Sarah A, Moss, widow of James W. Moss, late of Com-
pany A, Forty-third Regiment Iodiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay
ber a pension at the rate of $30 per month,
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The name of Eva M. Fleck, widow of Willilam H. Fleck, late of Com-
pany E, Fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $§30 per month.

The name of Harriett L. Steele, widow of Samuel Steele, late of
Company A, Seventy-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she is
now recelving.

The name of Mary J. Herbert, widow of Henry H. Herbert, late of
Company K, Sixteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per menth in lieu of that she 1s now
receiving.

The name of Mary Jackson, former widow of Solomon Crabtree, late
of Company H, Thirty-ninth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry,
and pay ber a pension at the rate of $50 per month In lleu of that
she Is now receiving.

The name of Elizabeth Mills, widow of Willlam Mills, late of Com-
pany F, Fifth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per montk In lieu of that she is now
recelving.

The name of Mary F. King, widow of Newton King, late of Com-
pany C; Fifty-fifth Regiment Kentucky Mounted Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is mow
receiving.

The name of Mary J, Harris, widow of Moses Harris, late of Com-
pany H, Twelfth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay her a pen-
sion at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Ellza Hatten, widow of Francis W. Hatten, late of
Company I, Ninth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and
Company D, First Regiment West Virginia Veteran Infantry, and pay

her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lleu of that she 18 now .

receiving.

The name of Nancy Jakes, widow of Nelson M. Jakes, late of Com-
pany D, Tenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and. pay her a pen-
sion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she ls now recelving.

The name of Maria Kienle, widow of Ludwig Kienle, late of Company
C, Ninetieth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now
reecelving,

The name of Eliza J. Chenoweth, former widow of David R. Rine-
hart, late of ‘Company I, One hundred and thirty-fifth Regiment Indi-
ana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per
month in lien of that she ls now receiving.

The name of Mary N. Hoagland, widow of Alexander Hoagland, late
of Company F, Forly-sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in llen of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Frederick Kildwiler, late teamster, Quartermaster De-

partment, United States Army, Clvil War, and pay him a pension at

the rate of $30 per month In lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Loulsa (. Coleman, widow of Garrett F. Coleman, late
of Company B, Second Regiment Potomac Home Brigade Mounted
Infantry, and pay her a penslon at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of James H. Osborn, late of Capt. M. T. Haller's company
of scouts, Barbour County, West Virginia State Troops, Civil War, and
pay him a pension at the rate of §50 per month,

The name of Mary A. E. Howard, widow of John H. Howard, late
of Company E, Twelfth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Rachel B, Platter, widow of Henry B. Platter, late of
Company A, Second Regiment Potomac Home Brigade Maryland Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Mary V. Reed, widow of William Reed, late of Company
F, Fifty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay ber
a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Amanda E. Koons, helpless and dependent daughter of
Samuel Koons, late of Company F, One hundred and seventy-eighth
Regiment Pennsylvanla Drafted Militia, and pay her a pension at the
rate of $20 per month.

The name of Nettle Truman, widow of Willlam Truman, late of
Company E, Thirty-third and Eleventh Reglments Wisconsin Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Mary E. Behymer, widow of Thomas J. Behymer, late
of Company A, Fifth Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Sarah Wurtsbaugh, widow of John Wurtsbaugh, late of
Company C, One hundred and seventy-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu
of that she is now receiving.

The name of Flora 8, Weeks, widow of Oliver W. Weeks, late of Com-
pany A, One hundred and twenty-first Regiment Obio Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay ber a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of
that she is now receiving.

The name of Anna F. Quinn, former widow of David I'. Quinn, late
of Company A, Twenty-fifth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and
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pay ber a pension at the rate of §50 per month in lieu of that she is
now recelving.

The name of Melissa Kitchen, widow of George Kitchen, late of Oom-
pany B, First Regiment Maine Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pen-
glon at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Frances M, Armstrong, widow ot Franklin Armstrong,
late of Company D, Eleventh Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infan-
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Cora E. Shomo, widow of Joseph H. Shomo, late of
Company F, Twentieth Regiment Iowa Volunieer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of §50 per month in lleu of that she is now
receiving : Provided, That in the event of the death of Dorrance D.
Shomo, helpless and dependent son of sald Joseph H. and Cora E.
8homo, the additional pension herein granted shall cease and determine:
And provided further, That in the event of the death of Cora E.
Shomo the name of sald Dorrance D, Bhomo shall be placed on the
pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension
laws, at the rate of $20 per month from and after the date of death
of sald Cora E. Shomo,

The name of Mary P. Gourlay, widow of Norman Gourlay, lnte of
Company A, One bundred and eighteenth Regiment New York Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Orpha H. Lawton, widow of James Lawton, late of
Company D, One hundred and elghty-fifth Regiment New York Volun-
teer Infantry, One hundred and twenty-first Begiment New York In-
fantry, Company I, Sixty-ifth Regiment New York Infantry, and Bat-
tery I, Fourth Regiment United States Artillery, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Anna J. Bishop, widow of John Bi.shop, late of Company
A, One hundred and eleventh Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that ghe
is now recelving.

The name of Henrletta D, Washburn, widow of Ira Washburn, late
of Company E, One hundred and eighth Regiment New York Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a penslon at the rate of §50 per month in lieu
of that she is now. receiving.

The name of Priseilla A. Fuller, widow of William M. Fuller, late of
Company L, Eighth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Margaret E. Wilson, widow of Jacob E. Wilson, late of
Company B, Third Regiment Missouri State Militia Cavalry, and Com-
pany M, Bixth Regiment Missouri State Militla Cavalry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is mow
receiving. 5

The name of Christena E. Waitman, widow of Franecis M. Waltman,
Iate of Company B, Twenty-fifth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she
is now receiving.

The name of Sarah I, Axline, widow of John T. Axline, late of Com-
pany B, Second Battalion Missouri State Militia Cavalry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Cornelin Kennett, widow of John ¥, Kennett, late of
Company B, Tenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of £50 per month in lieu of that ghe is now
recelving.

The name of Ida McAllister, widow of James MecAllister, late of
Company A, Third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infintry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Emily C. Minturn, widow of Daniel F. Minturn, late of
Company D, Second Regiment Nebraska Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
recelving.

The nameé of Ellen Litzel, widow of Peter Litzel, late of Company E,
Eleventh Regiment, and Company I, Eighty-ninth Regiment, Indiana
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per
month,

The name of Mirlam C. Buck, widow of Erastus A, Buck, late of
Captain Graham's Cavalry company, attached to Fourteenth Regiment
Migsouri Infantry (H. G.), and pay her a pension at the rate of $30
per month.

The name of Sarah C. Gross, widow of Reuben Gross, late of Com-
pany F, Sixth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in liew of that she is nmow
receiving.,

The name of Harriet Gale, widow of Rufus Gale, late of commissary,
Eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at
the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she Is now recelving.

The name of Martha A. Culbertson, widow of Joseph A. Culbertson,
late of Company A, Sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer infantry, and Com-
pany H, Fifty-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of §50 per month in lien of that she is now
receiving,
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The name of Nettie McDowell, widow of William T. McDowell, late
of Company B, One hundred and twenty-fourth Regiment Ohio Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in
lien of that she is now receiving.

The. name of Frances E. Taylor, widow of Thomas F., Taylor, late of
Company F, Forty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her & pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she is now
receiving. :

The pame of Paulina Bochene, now Paulina Whitehead, former
widow of John Roclelle, late of Company F, One hundred and thirty-
fiftth Regiment Ohio National Guard Infantry, and pay her a pension at
the rate of §50 per month in leu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Rilla J. White, widow of Wesley B. Wlhite, late of Com-
pany D, One hundred and seventy-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of §60 per month in lieu of
that she is now receiving.

The name of Minerva R. Connelly, widow of Russell Connelly, late
of Company H, Ninety-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of 350 per month in Heu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Elizabeth A. Brown, widow of Joseph H. Brown, late of
Company E, One hundred and sixty-third Regiment Ohio National
Guard Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month
in lien of that she is now recelving,

The name of Loda Shuler, widow of Andrew J. Shuler, late of Com-
pany I, Ninth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $50 per month in .lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Hannah Marble, former widow of James Boyd, late mu-
siclan, band, Nineteenth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in leu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Martha BE. Whiting, widow of James Whiting, late of
Company F, Fifth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry,
and.pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she
18 now receiving.

The name of Mary A. Webhert, widow of David Webbert, 1ate of Com-
pany G, One hundred and thirty-first Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a -pension at the rate of $50 per month in Heu of that she
is now receiving.

The name of Maria Spencer, widow of Willilam Bpencer, late of Com-
pany F, One hundred and forty-first Regiment Illinois Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of
that she is now receiving.

The name of Joseph Greenwood, late of Company H, Fourth Regiment
Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a peusion at the rate of
£50 per month.

The name of Lanra A. Moore, widow of Orton Moore late of Com-
pany F, First Régiment New Hampshire Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $80 per month.

The name of Charles H. Putnam, late of Capt. James O, Chand-
ler's company, National Gonard New Hampshire Militia, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $50 per month.

The name of Sarah F. Buck, widow of Sewell M. Buck, late of Com-
pany F, First Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pmn.ion at the rate of &50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Clarinda A. Spear, widow of Otis G. Spear, late of Com-
pany B, Fourth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and acting master’s
mate, United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50
per month in lien of that she i now receiving.

The name of Mary J. Hildveth, widow of George V. Hildreth, late of
Company E, Twenty-sixth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer ‘Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she
is now receiving.

The name of Josephine E. Grant, widow of James P. Grant, late of
Company C, Thirty-second Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her & pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Madora A. Lander, widow of Eldridge T. Lander, lata
of Company A, Twenty-third Hegiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of BErwin C. Rose, belpless and dependent son of Thomas
8. Rose, late of Company F, Nineteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month through a
legally appointed guardian.

The name of Rachel B. Bmart, widow of James C. Smart, late of
Companies 1 and E, Eighth Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in liew of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Rebecca Powell, widow of Sylvestus Powell, late of Bat-
tery F, First Regiment West Virginia Light Artillery, and Company
B, Seventh Regiment West Virginia Infantry, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $50 per mouth in lieu of that she is now recelving.

The name of Jemima Mechling, widow of George Mechling, late of
Company G, Sixty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry,
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and pay her a pension at the rate of §50 per month in lien of that she
is now receiving.

The name of Mollie S Hutchinson, widow of Willlam Hutchinson,
late of Company B, Seventy-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer
Iufantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu
of that she is now recelving.

The name of Alice R. Holmes, widow of Bartholomew Holmes, late
of Company E, Fifty-fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry,
and pay ber a pension at the rate of §50 per month in lieu of that
ghe 15 now receiving.

The name of Sarah A. Jelllson, widow of Willlam Jellison, late of
Company K, Forty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infan‘ry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lleu of that
she 18 now recelving.

The name of Polly A. King, widow of Mathiaa P, King, late of
Company B, Twenty-elghth Regiment Pennsylvanla Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of §50 per month in lieu of that
ghe is now receiving.

The name of Lucinda Bush, widow of Henry Bush, late of Company
K, One hundred and sixty-eighth Reglment Pennsylvania Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lleu
of that she 18 now receiving.

The name of Sarah F, Berry, widow of Willlam Berry, late of Cap-
tain Gilbreath's company Alabama Scouts and Guldes, and pay her
8 pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Laura V. Adams, widow of Wiley Adams, late of Com-
pany G, Seventy-ninth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Marletta Bishop, former widow of Henry H. Crocker,
late of Company A, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regiment Penasyl-
vania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30
per month.

The name of Diana M. Oakley, widow of Willlam C. Oakley, late of
Company H, Sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $50 per month In Heu of that she is now
recelving.

The name of Lilllan B. Ramsdell, widow of John B. Ramsdell, late of
Company B, One hundred and fifth Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infan'‘ry,
and pay her a penslon at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Frances H. Underwood, widow of George D. Underwood,
late of Company E, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, snd
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving,

The name of Mary E. Burrell, widow of James Burrell, late of Com-
pany A, Thirty-eighth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and Com-
pany F, Thirty-fourth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving,

The name of Adile Hemmings, widow of Charles T. Hemmings, late
of Company I, Thirty-fourth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Elizabeth J. Chambers, widow of Henry Chambers, late
of Company K, Twelfth and Twenty-seventh Regiments Iowa Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in
lien of that she is now recelving,

The name of Nancy W. Fuller, widow of Willlam B. Fuller, alias
William Benton, late of Company C, Ninth Regiment New York
Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50
per month in lieu of that she iz now receiving.

The name of Mary L. Thompson, widow of Charles D. Thompson,
late of Company K, Ninety-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu
of that she i5 now receiving.

The name of Magdalene Emrich, widow of William F. Emrich,
late of Company G, Ninth Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry,
and pay ler a pension at the rate of $40 per month In lieu of that
she i8 now receiving.

The name of Emogene E. Perrin, widow of Amos D. Perrin,
late of Company I, Fifth Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Heavy
Artillery, snd pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in
lieu of that she Is now receiving.

The name of Margaret Ahern, widow of Pntrick F. Ahern, allas
Patrick Herring, late of Company A, Third Regiment Rhode Island
Yolunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per
month in Heu of that she is now recelving.

The name of Surah H. Luffbarry, widow of James L. Luffbarry,
late of Company A, Ninety-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in Heu
of that she is now receiving.

The name of Mary J. Bunch, widow of John Bunch, late of Com-
pany K, Twenty-ninth Regiment Illincis Volunteer Infantry, and
Ninety-cighth Compapy, Second Battalion, Veteran Reserve Corps,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that
ghe Is now receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of
Leamen Bunch, helpless and dependent son of said Jobn and Mary J.
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Bunch, the additional pension herein granted shall cease and deter-
mine: And provided further, That in the event of the death of Mary
J. Bunch, the name of sald Leamon Bunch shall be placed om the
pension roll, subject to the provislons and limitations of the pension
laws, at the rate of $20 per month from and after the date of death
of said Mary J. Bunch.,

“The name of Mary M. One:r, widow of Bedford Oney, late of Com-
penies G and K, Beventh Regiment Missouri State Militia Cavalry,
and Company H, Ninth United States Veteran Infantry, and pay
her a penslon at the rate of §50 per month in lleu of that she i{s now
recelying.

The name of Lutheria Bachelder, widow of Charles M. Bachelder,
late of Company B, Ninth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that
she Is now receiving.

The name of Esther Huntress, widow of Wilbur H. Huntress, late
of Company A, Third Regiment New Hampshire Veolunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $60 per month in lleu of that
she 1s now recelving.

The name of Susan 0. Adams, widow of Solomon H, Adams, late
of Company A, Beventh Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that ghe
is now receiving.

The name of Sophronia Burden, widow of William Burden, late of
Company I, Third Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving,

The nams of Matilda J. Eubanks, widow of Willlam Eubanks, late
of Company O, First Regiment Arkansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that she is now
reteiving,

The name of Mary A. Hatton, widow of Sylvester F. Hatton, late
of Company G, Twelffth Regiment Missourl Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Martha E. Henderson, widow of Francis M. Hender-
son, late of Company H, Fourteenth Regiment, and Company M,
Eighth Regiment Missourl State Militla Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rafe of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Mary A. Hester, widow of James H, Hester, late of
Company D, Second Regiment Kansag Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Elizabeth M. Miller, widow of Franklin Miller, late of
Company A, Tenth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Sarah A, Nelson, widow of Gabriel Nelson, late of
Company E, Fifty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she is
now recelving.

The name of Persiller Parmley, widow of John R. Parmley, late of
Company K, Fifteenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving,

The name of Eady Elizabeth Rlipple, former widow of James D
Harryman, late of Company K, Eighth Regiment Missouri State Militia
Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of §50 per month in lieu
of that she 18 mow receiving.

The name of Elda L. Rutherford, helpless and dependent daughter
of Fielding L, Rutherford, late of Company G, Fourth Regiment Mis-
sourl State Militia Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20
per month through a legally appointed guardian.

The name of Martha V. Smith, widow of Levl Smith, late of Come
pany C, Fourteenth Regiment Missourl State Militia Cavalry, and Com-
pany H, Fourth Regiment Missourl State Militla Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Mary H. Walp, widow of Nathan Walp, late of Com-
pany D, Nioth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Julla A. Wagner, widow of Levi Wagner, late of
Company F, Seventeenth Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
recefving,

The name of Martha Tuttle, widow of Edward P. Tuttle, late of
Company B, Twenty-sixth Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Mary Brooker, widow of Ambrose Brooker, late of
Company C, One hundred and fortieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infan-
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of §50 per month in lieu of that
she is now receiving.

The name of Eliza M, Vail, widow of John Vail, late of Company A,
Twenty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer quautry, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $50 per month In lieu of thaf she is now receiving.
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The name of Livonia Rodgers, widow of Nelson P. Rodgers, late of
Company K, One hundred and ffty-fifth Regiment Ohlo Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $560 per month in lieu
of that she is now receiving.

The name of Hester C. True, widow of John A. True, late of Com-
pany G, Thirty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $560 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Jennie Dorman, widow or John E. Dorman, late of Com-
pany B, One hundred and ninety-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infan-
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $00 per month in llen of
that she is now recelving.

The name of Matilda Arnold, widow of Alvin Arnold, late of Com-
pany G, Oue hundred and fifty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in leu of that
she is now recelving,

The name of Mary Wisehart, widow of Joshua R. Wisehart, late
of Company A, Eighteenth Reglment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in leu of that she is now
receiving,

The name of Anna E. Wilsey, widow of Charles H. Wilsey, late
of Company K, Eighty-fourth Regiment Ohio Velunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rafe of $50 per month in lleu of that
she is now receiving.

The name of Harrlet Kingsbury, widow of Lemuel Kingsbury, late
unassigned, Fifteenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of KElizabeth L. Lloyd, widow of William E. Lloyd,
late of Company D, Fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Lucinda Beck, widow of Henry Beck, late of Com-
pany G, Fifty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month In lien of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Caroline Riley, widow of Edward Riley, late of Com-
pany F, Seventeenth Reglment Wlisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in llen of that she
is now recelving.

The name of Melvina D. Btory, widow of Orrin Btory, late of
Company E, One hundred and twenty-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $60 per month in
lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Margaret Barton, widow of Alexander anton. late
of Company D, Fifty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvanola Volunteer In-
faniry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lleu
of that she Is now receiving.

The name of Mary F. Shellenberger, widow of Filbert Shellen-
berger, late of Company K, Tenth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer
Infaniry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 550 per month in
lleu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Emily Plunket, widow of Jesse Plunket, late of
Company E, Fifty-third Regiment Kentucky Mounted Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month In lien of that she
is now receiving.

The name of Busan M. (‘npchurt wldow of Reuben M. Capaha\'t.
late of Company F, Fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she
i now recelving.

The name of Sarah E. Hamilton, widow of William W. Hamilton,
late of Company F, One hundred and twentieth Reglment Indiana
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per
month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Amanda R. Frank, widow of Morris T. Frank. late
of Twenty-fifth Battery Indiana Light Artlllery, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $50 per month In liea of that she Is now receiving.

The name of Luella Sutton, widow of Charles Sutton, late of Com-
pany C, Forty-second Regiment Indlana Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in leu of that she is now
recelving,

The name of Abby E. Trussell, widow of Augustus J. Trussell,
late of Company A, Fifty-seventh Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lHeu
of that she is now receiving,

The name of 8. Angellne Wheeler, widow of Lemuel M. Wheeler,
late of Battery G, Fourth Regiment United Btates Volunteer Ar-
tillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien
of that she is now receiving.

The name of Margaret R. Bkidmore, wldow of Hiram Bkidmore,
late of Company I, Third Reglment West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that
she is now receiving.

The name of Hannah M. Atha, widow of William P, Atha, late of
Independent Battery Ohlo Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $30 per month,
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The name of Frances A. Horr, widow of Llewellyn Horr, Iate of
Company F, One hundred and sixteenth Reglment Illinols Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month
in lieu of that she Is now recelving.

The name of Mary Sutton, widow of Nathaniel A, Sutton, late of
Company I, Twenty-third Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 1

The name of Priscilla Redman, widow of Absalom R. Redman,
late of Company A, Fifty-eighth Regiment Indlana Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a penslon at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Sarah P. Deem, widow of Edward W. Deem, late of
Company D, Fouorteenth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in leu of that
she 1s now recelving.

The name of Eldora Howard, widow of Jerry Howard, late of
Company B, Seventeenth Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Martha Joslin, widow of Willlam Joslin, late of
Company C, One hundred and twenty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Ellzabeth T. Douglass, widow of Willlam Douglass,
late of Company D, One hundred and eightieth Reglment Ohio Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Mary A, Pemberton, widow of Stephen C. Pemberton,
late of Company B, Bighty-eighth Reglment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of §50 per month in lien of that
she is now recelving: Provided, That in the event of the death of
Bertha L. Pemberton, helpless and dependent daunghter of sald
Stephen C. and Mary A. Pemberton, the additional pension hereln
granted shall cease and determine: And provided further, That in
the event of the death of Mary A. Pemberton, the name of sald
Bertha L. Pemberton shall be placed on the pension roll, subject to
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of
$20 per month from and after the date of death of said Mary A.
Pemberton.

The name of Fannie Nier, widow of John Nier, late of Company
H, One hundred and forty-ninth Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a penslon at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Emily J. McGee, widow of Thomas McGee, late of
Company D, One hundred and sixty-elghth Regiment Ohlo Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lleu
of that she is now receiving.

The name of Jane A, Bhelton, widow of Willam T. Shelton, late
of Company F, One hundred and sixty-elghth Regiment Ohlo Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her & pension at the rate of $50 per month
in lleu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Anna M. Lohnes, widow of John P. Lohnes, lata of
Company D, Third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month In leu of that she is now
receiving. i

The name of Lois L. Andrews, widow of Henry D. Andrews, late
of Company F, Thirty-first Reglment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in Heu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Mary C. Gleason, widow of John Gleason, late of
Companies G and F, Eighty-first Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month In leu of that
she 1s now recelving.

The name of Susan V. Rogers, wlduw of Charles W. Rogers, late
of Company C, Seventy-sixth Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is
now recelving.

The name of Margaret F. Brunner, widow of Philip M. Brunner,
late of Company H, Ninetieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that
she is now recelving.

The name of Elizabeth Lilly, widow of Byron Lilly, late of Com-
pany ‘E, Thirty-second Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and pay
ber a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiviog.

The name of Cordella A. Wilson, widow of Thomas R. Wilson, late
of Company E, One hundred and thirty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu
of that she is now recelving.

The name of Mary Ellen Montis, widow of Sol Montis, late of
Company F, One hundred and forty-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a penslon at the rate of $50 per month in lieu
of that she 1s now receiving.

The name of SBamantha McCann, widow of Spencer MeCann, late of
Company F, Ninety-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and
Company I, Twenty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month iln lieu of that she is now
recelving,
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The name of Rebecea M. Reese, widow of Austin D. Reese, late of
Company I, One hundred and forty-second Regiment Ohio National
Guard Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month
in llen of that she i now receiving.

The name of Anne Jones, widow of Daniel L. Jones, late of Com-
pany €, One hundred and thirty-fifth Regiment Ohio Natlonal Guard
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of §50 per month in leu
of that she is now recelving.

The name of Barah C, Hughes, widow of George H. Hughes, late of
Company I, Bighteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infaniry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $60 per month in lleu of that she 15 mow
recelving.

The name of Anna M. Bmith, widow of Charles B. Smith, late of
Company I, Thirty-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she ia
now receiving. :

The name of Adaline McAnaney, widow of Patrick H. MecAnaney,
late of Company H, One hundred and second Regiment Ohio Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a penslon at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Margaret H. Diehl, widow of Jacob Diehl, late of
Company C, One hundred and sixteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $80 per month.

The name of Annie E. Fryer, widow of David F. Fryer, late of
Company D, Eightieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $80 per month.

The name of Phedora J. Black, former widow of John L. Black, late
of Company K, One hundred and thirty-ninth Regiment Indlana Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in
llen of that she 18 now receiving.

The name of Matilda Hester, former widow of Alexander C. Noble,
late of Company A, Eleventh Regiment Missouri State Militia Cavalry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in Heu of that she
is now recelving. 2 }

The name of Sophia Fahr, widow of George Fahr, late of Company
B, Thirty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of 350 per month in leu of that she is now
receiving. ]

The name of Bophle Atkinson, widow of Willlam F. Atkinson, late
of Company A, First Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $80 per month.

The name of Emma T. Ball, widow of George W. Ball, late of
Ninth Independent Battery, Wisconsin Volunteer Light Artillery, and
pay her a penslon at the rate of §60 per month in lieu of that she
is now recelving.

The name of Sallle Radford, widow of Samuel ¥. Radford, late of
Company K, Third Reglment North Carolina Mounted Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Mary M. Alllson, widow of James W. Allison, late of
Company B, Seventieth Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and pay
ber & pension at the rate of $50 per month in llen of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Frances A. Burdsal, widow of Caleb B. Burdeal, jr,
late of Captain McClain's Independent Battery, Colorado Volunteer
Light Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month In
lien of that she 18 now receiving.

The name of Alice A, Minick, widow of John 8. Minick, late of
Company D, Fifth Regiment Missouri State Militla Cavairy, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that she is now
recelving.

The name of Adah I. Tomlnson, widow of Robert W. Tomlinson,
late of Company D, One hundred and eleventh Regiment New York
Volunteer Infantry, and pay ber a pension at the rate of $50 per month
in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Mary A. Watkins, widow of Oliver M. Watkins, late
of Company G, One hundred and thirty-second Regiment Ohlo Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Marla Forstmeyer, widow of Emil Forstmeyer, late
assistant surgeon, Thirty-second Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she
is now receiving.

The name of Elizabeth Thoman, widow of Louis Thoman, late of
Company H, Thirtieth Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in llen of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Dora Brilickner, widow of Richard Briickner, late of
Company G, Thirty-ninth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Agness N. Aldridge, widow of William T. Aldridge, late
of Company E, Eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month In leu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Risby J. McLaughlin, widow of William D. McLaughlin,
late of Company B, Thirty-third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in leu of
that she i8 now recelving.
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The name of Sadle A. Nolf, widow of David H. Nolf, Iate of Company
C, Beventy-eighth Reglment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay

her a penslon at the rate of $50 per month in lleu of that she is now

receiving,

The name of Lucy J. Popejoy, widow of John B. Popejoy, late of
Companies A and H, Twenty-fourth Regiment Missour! Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Mary M. Oody, widow of John Oody, late of Company
C, First Regiment United States Infantry, and pay her a pension at
the rate of §30 per month.

The name of Sarah Andrews, helpless and dependent daughter of
Joseph M. Andrews, late of Company C, Second Regiment Tennessee
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension &t the rate of $20 per
month.

The name of Mary Ann Rogers, widow of Henry H. Rogers, late of
Company C, Eighth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lleu of that she is now
recelving,

The name of Mary E. Armstrong, widow of John W. Armstrong,
late of Company B, Sixth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the mte of $50 per month in Heu of that she is
now recelving.

The name of Mary Collins, widow of Thomas L. Collins, late of
Company F, Tenth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lleu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Mary J. Fisher, widow of Willlam F. Fisher, late of

Company M, Thirteenth Regiment Niinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay,

her a pengion at the rate of §30 per month.

The name of Clara Nichols, helpless and dependent daughter of John
Nichols, late of Company A, Sixty-fifth Reglment Indiana Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of John E. Markley, late of Company E, Sixty-eighth

Regiment Pennsylvania Volanteer Infantry, and Company K, One hun-
dred and seventy-eighth Regiment Pennsyhnnla Volunteer Infantry,
and pay him a pension at the rate ot '$50 per month In leu of that he
is now receiving.

The name of Amella Miller, widow of Fmanuel Miller, late of Com-
pany K, One hundred and first Regiment Ohfo Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of §50 per month in lleu of that she is
now recelving.

The name of Mary L. Speer, former widow of Felix Obanion, late of
Company A, Sixteenth Regiment Mlssour! Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Margaret A. Parks, widow of Henry F. Parks, late of
Company E, Fourth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Maggle Garner, widow of Joseph Garner, late of Com-
pany B, Thirty-eighth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Jennie Dickinson, helpless and dependent daughter of
James D. Dickinson, late of Company D, Seventeenth Regiment Michi-
gan Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per
month through a legally appointed guardlan.

The name of Mary D. Fisk, widow of Archie C. Fisk, late captaln
and assistant adjutant general, United States Volunteers, and pay her
& pension at the rate of $30 per month In lieu of that she is now
recefving.

The name of Michael Bibus, late of Captain Houck's artillery com-
pany, Sixty-fifth Reglment New York National Guards, and Company C,
Eleventh Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $24 per month.

The name of Phoebe 8. Deardourff, widow of John Deardourff, late
of Company C, Fiftieth Regiment Obio Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she Is now
recelving.

The name of Mary J. Coburn, widow of David J. Coburn, late of
Company B, BEleventh Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and Com-
pany E, Tenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen-
gion at the rate of $50 per month in leu of that she ls now recelving.

The name of Emma J, Pemble, former widow of George W. Brush,
late of Company D, One huondred and fifteenth Regiment Indiana
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per
month,

The name of Horace G. Bherman, helpless and dependent son of
Leroy Bherman, late of Company H, Third Regiment West Virginia
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per
month.

The name of Phebe Goldsberry, widow of John V. Goldsberry, late
of Company B, One hundred and sixteenth Regiment Ohio Velunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $60 per month in lien
of that she is now receiving.

The name of Lydia L. Willecox, widow of Cyrenius A, Willcox, late
of Company B, Ninety-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lleu of that she is
now receiving.

_—
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The name of Nancy I. Martln, widow of FEzekiel Martin, late of
Company E, Seventy-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month In Heu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Maria Bliss, widow of Samuel Bliss, late of Company
C, Second Regiment West Virginia Velunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $50 per month in leu of that she is now
recelving.

The name of Nancy Beverage, widow of Rufus M. Beverage, late of
Company A, Sixty-third Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in leu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Laura E. Reynolds, widow of John Reynolds, late of
Company I, Ninety-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Sarah A. Hudson, widow of William H. Hudson, late
of Company D, Ninth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension.at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Lucinda Geary, widow of Paul Genr'_r, late of Companr

A, Bixty-sixth Regiment United Btates Colored Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. :

The name of Mary A. Good, widow of John Good, late of Company
H, Two hundred and third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in Heu of that she
is now recelving.

The name of Mary Oaster, widow of Peter L. Oaster, lnte of Com-
pany H, One hundred and sixty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Drafted
Militia Infantry, and pay her a pension at the nte of $50 per month
in Heu of that she is now receiving. s .

. The name of Jennle E. Starry, widow of Jerome B Starry, late of
Company I, One hundred and eighty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rlte of $50 per
month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

-The name of Lydia A. Stare, widow of John A. stare late of Com-
pany A, One hundred and sixty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Drafted
Infantry, and pay her a penslon at the rate of $50 per month in llen
of that she Is now recelving.

The name of Mary A. Shmck, w:dow of Agrippa Bhauck, late of
Captain Luther's unassigned company, Pennsylvania Drafted Militia,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lleu of that
she i{s now recelving. e~

The name of Joanna A. Lawrence, widow of George W. anrenu.
late of Company B, One hundred and. thirty-eighth Regiment Pennsyl-
vania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per
month in Heu of that she is now receiving

The name of Ballie C. Stahl, widow of George W. Stahl, late of
Company C, One hundred and thirtieth Regiment Pennsylvania Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month In
lieu of that she is mow receiving.

The name of Julia Ann Carver, widow of Willlam G. Carver, late of
Company I, Thirty-sixth Regiment- Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she
I8 now recelving : Provided, That {n the event of the death of Mazy B.
Carver, helpless and dependent daughter of said -Willlam G. and Julia
Ann Carver, the additional pension herein granted shall cease and de-
termine : And provided further, That in the event of the death of Julla
Ann Carver, the name of said Mazy B. Carver shall be placed on the
penslon roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension
laws, at the rate of $20 per month from and after the date of death
of said Julla Ann Carver.

The name of Nancy P. Andrus, widow of Orrin R. Andrus, late of
Company D, Twelfth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month In lieu of that she is now
recelving,

The name of Rose Moten, widow of Samuel Moten, late of Company
€, One hundred and sixteenth Regiment Unlted States Colored Volum-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in
lleu of that she js now receiving.

The name of Dicie C. Alexander, helpless and dependent daughter of
Franklin Alexander, late of Company F, Seventleth Regiment Indiana
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per
month in lien of that she is now recelving.

The name of Mary E. Kirk, widow of Willlam M. Kirk, late of Com-
pany E, Hickory County Battalion Missouri Home Guards, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving,

The name of Louisa H. Rush, widow of James Rush, alias Lawrence
Routeh, late of Company E, Fourth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer
Cavalry, Company D, One hundred and eighty-third Regiment Ohio
Volunteer Infantry, and Company D, Sixty-fourth Regiment United
States Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Nellie J. Wyrick, widow of Henry H. Wyrick, late of
Company E, One hundredth Regiment Indlana Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of §50 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.
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The name of Seward Garthwaite, helpless .and dependent son of
William E. Garthwalte, late of Company H, Forty-third Regiment Wis-
consin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20
per month.

The name of Julla C, Johnson, widow of Gilbert Johnson, late of
Company I, Twenty-second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Mabel B. Callahan, helpless and dependent daughter of
George W. Callahan, late of Company I, One hundred and thirty-eighth
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and sergeant, Signal Corps,
United States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per
month,

The name of Ella Wallace, helpless and dependent daughter of John
Wallace, late of Company H, Third Battallon, Sixteenth Reglment
United States Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of
$20 per month. :

The name of Sarah V. Johnson, widow of Francis M. Johnson, late
of Company B, Ninety-seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a penston at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Mary E. Marks, widow of Francis R. Marks, late of
Company A, McLanghlin's squadron Ohlo Volunteer Cavalry, aund pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month, ;

The name of John B. Lang, late of Company B One hunﬂred and
fifteenth Regiment Ohio -Volunteer Infnntry. and pay him a pension at
the rate of $50 per month.

The name of Editha ¥, Berry, widow of Reuben T. Berry, late of
Company M, Seventh Reglment Missourl State Militia Cavalry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.
| “The name ‘of Lydia J. Warburton, helpléss and dependent daughter
of John B. Warburton, late of Company B, Fifty-seventh Regiment
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of
$20 per month through a legally appointed guardian.

The name of Belle Miffiin, widow of Joslah C.' Miflin, late of Com-
pany A, One hundred and thirty-sixth Regiment Illinols Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 350 per month In lieu
of that she 18 now receiving.

"The name of Mary C. Marvin, widow of Charles M. Marvin, lale
unassigned, Third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artlllery,
and pay her a pension at the rate otm per-month in lieu of that she
is now receiving.

The name of Susan K. Stork, widow of George N. Stork, late of
Company K, Forty-ninth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lisu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Josephine A. Alboe. widow of Willlam H. Albee, late of
Company I, Eighteenth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a penslon at the rate of $50 per manth in lHeu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Martha Martin, widow of Robert Martin, late of Com-
pany G, Eighty-fifth Regiment Indlana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Ellen E. Webb, former widow of George H. Webb, lata
of Company I, Thirty-first Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
recelving.

The name of Ellza Bannister, widow of Martin W. Bannister, late of
Company B, One hundred and forty-seventh Regiment Illinois Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month
in lien of that she is now recelving.

The name of Laura Nonemaker, widow of Willlam Y. Nonemaker,
late of Company K, One hundred and sixty-sixth Regiment Pennsyl-
vania Drafted Militia Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of
$50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving,

The name of Sophia Hoffman, widow of David Hoffman, late of
Cnmpany D, One hundred and third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $60 per month in lien
of that she is now receiving.

The name of Mary E. Muzzy, widow of Harrison C. Muzzy, late of
Company H, One hundred and forty-first Regiment Illinois Volunteer-
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Martha J, Keeler, widow of Orlando D. Keeler, late
of Company G, Eighty-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she
is now receiving,

The name of Elizabeth Wilder, widow of J. Prescott Wilder, late
of Seventh Battery Massachusetts Light Artillery, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Eliza A. Frost, widow of Nathaniel E. Frost, late of
Company A, One hundred and thirty-first Regiment New York Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month
in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Emily F. Du Bois, widow of Dauniel Dn Bols, late of
Company L, Second Regiment Missourl Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
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her a pension at the rate of $50 per month In lieu of that she is
now receiving. g

The name of Emogene Warden, widow of Nathan C. Warden, late
of Company C, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regiment Obio Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month
in lieu of that she is nmow recelving.

The name of Gertrude Rank, widow of Adam Rank, late of Company
H, Forty-eighth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in len of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Susanna Cutshaw, widow of William Cutshaw, late of
Company A, Twenty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of §50 per month in lien of that she Is
now receiving.

The name of BEtta Vanzant, widow of George W. Vanzant, late of
Company G, First Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Lueinda B. Burbridge, widow of Ignatius C, Burbridge,
late of Company A, Tenth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 30 per month.

The name of Charles H. Booth, helpless and dependent son of
Edward Booth, late of Company K, One hundred and fourteenth
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay bim a pension at the
rate of $20 per month.

The name of Susan A. Kulin, belpless and dependent daughter of
Andrew L. Euhn, late of Company F, One hundred and seventy-
seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $20 per month through a legally appointed
gnardian,

The name of Synethia Freeman, widow of Beth Freeman, late of
Company C, Second Hegiment North Carolina Mounted Infantry, and
pey her a pension at the rvate of $50 per month in lien of that she
{8 now receiving.

The name of Sallie Garland, helpless and dependent daughter of
Jobn P. Garland, late of Company E, Third Regiment North Carolina
Mounted Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per
month throngh a legally appointed guardian,

The name of Mary E. Harris, widow of Henry W. Harris, late of
Company H, Fourth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Heavy Artiliery,
and pay her a pension at the rate of §30 per month.

The name of Arophine C. Knox, widow of John R. Knox, late of
Company A, Eighth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of £50 per month through s legally
appointed guardian in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Helen Underwood, widow of Lloyd Underwood, late of
Company C, Thirty-third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month In lieu of that she
is now receiving. :

The name of Naney A. Stewart, widow of Thomas Stewart, late of
Company B, First Regiment Arkansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in Heu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Mary E. Allen, widow of John Allen, late of Company
1, One hundred and seventy-ninth Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she
1s now receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of Jerry
Allen, helpless and dependent son of saild John and Mary E. Allen, the
additional pension herein granted shall cease and determine: And
provided further, That in the event of the death of Mary E, Allen, the
name of sald Jerry Allen shall be placed on the pension roll, subject
to the provisions and limitatlons of the pension laws, at the rata of
$20 per month from and after the date of death of sald Mary E.
Allen.

The name of Anna E. Brewster, widow of Elias Brewster, late of
Company K, First Reglment Maine Volunteer Heavy Artlllery, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lleu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Mary L. Peck, widow of James 8. Peck, late of Company
G, One bundred and forty-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of §30 per month.

The name of Nanmie E. Bowman, former widow of David Mehaffy,
jate of Independent Battery B, Pennsylvania Light Artillery, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Matilda J. Adams, widow of Andrew J. Adams, late of
Company B, Seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and Com-
pany H, Ninety-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and Com-
pany K, One hundred and thirty-second Regiment Indiana Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu
of that she is mow receiving.

The name of Christina Muller, widow of John Muller, late of Com-
panies G and C, Sixty-seventh Regiment Ohio Velunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in leu of that sh= is
now receiving.

The name of Ann Boggs, widow of Oliver P. Boggs, late of Company
B, Seventh Hegimeut I11linois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $50 per month In leu of that she is now receiving.
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The name of Mary M. Eaton, widow of Ivers W. Eaton, late of
Company I, Twenty-seventh Regiment Illinois Velunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of §50 per month in lien of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Sarah E. Miller, widow of Mathew Miller, late of Com-
pany F, Forty-eighth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Agnes Jones, widow of Phineas Jones, late of Company’
C, Second Regiment Nebraska Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pen-
slon at the rate of $50 per month in lleu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Nancy Reedy, widow of George W. Reedy, late of Com-
pany E, Thirteenth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, and Company’
B, First Battallon, Kansas Veteran Mounted Infantry, and pay hqr a
pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Margaret Palmer, widow of William W. Palmer, late of
Company D, Twelfth Regiment Illincis Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in Heu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Adaline Macaw, widow of Willam Macaw, alias
Magraw, alias Willlam MeGraw, late of Company @G, Eighth Regiment
Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, Company G, Beventy-sixth Reglment, and
Company A, Ninety-sixth Regiment, Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Emily Ray, widow of Wesley Ray, late of Company K,
Eighteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Delia Bertrand, widow of Isaac (., Bertrand, late of
Company D, Seventh Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Inez L, Hoxsie, helpless and dependent daughter of
Christopher J. Hoxsle, Iate of Company A, First Regiment Wisconsin
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month
through a legally appointed guardian.

The name of Caroline Cox, widow of Edward Cox, late of First
Independent Battery, Wisconsin Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she is now
recelving,

The name of Adam L. Foley, helpless and dependent son of Thomas
Foley, late of Company A, Seventeenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month through
@ legally appointed guardian in liea of that he is now recelving.

The name of Dessie M. Johnson, widow of Edmund Johnson, late of
Company D, One hundred and forty-seventh Regiment Indlana Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a penslon at the rate of $80 per month.

The name of Mary E. Croghier, widow of Isaac A. Croshier, late of
Company B, One hundred and fiftieth Regiment New York Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien
of that she 13 now receiving.

The name of Emma I.. Jesser, former widow of John J. Davy, late
of Company A, Second Hegiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in Heu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Annie N, Fitepatrick, widow of Michael Fitzpatrick,
late of Company A, One hundred and fiftieth Regiment New York
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month
in lleu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Mary A, Corwin, widow of Seorge W. Corwin, late of
Company B, One hundred and fiftieth Regiment New York Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in leun
of that she is now receiving.

The name of Elizabeth L, Conklin, widow of John H. Conklin, late
of Company A, One hundred and twenty-fourth Regiment New York
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per
month in lieu of that she is now reeceiving.

The name of Mary E. Carpenter, widow of Albert R, Carpenter, late
of Company E, Seventy-first Regiment New York State Militla Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she
is now recelving,

The pame of Christofa Preston, widow of Willlam T. Preston, late
of Company K, Twentieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $§30 per month,

The name of Sarah J. Garthwalt, widow of Oliver C. Garthwait,
late of Company D, Forty-ninth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Mary J. Zimmerman, known as Mary J. Zinnerman,
widow of Jacob Zimmerman, late of Company D, Forty-fonrth Regi-
ment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate
of $30 per month.

The name of Mary A. Fuller, widow of Marshall C. Fuller, late of
Company 1, Bixteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lHeun of that she is now
receiving,

The name of Mary E. Nntting. widow of Daniel W. Nutting, late of
Company I, S8ixth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.




1926 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

The name of Mary E. Adams, widow of Thomas I. Adams, late of
Company I, United States Voltigeurs, and Company K, Seventh Regl-
ment West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the
rate of $30 per month.

The naume of Mary Janes, widow of Thomag Janes, late of Company
I, Sixiy-eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of §50 per month in liem of that she is now
receiving. .

The name of Elizabeth A. Russell, widow of Charles L. Russell, late
of Company I, One hundred and fourteenth Regiment Ohlo Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu
of that she is now receiving.,

The name of Martha E. Moore, widow of Robert Moore, late of Com-
pany A, Fourth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of §30 per month in lien of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Kate A. Fowler, widow of Lewis Fowler, alias Lewlis
Winslow, late of Company E, Third Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer
Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu
of that she s now recelving.

The name of Ellen M. Brown, widow .of Uriah P. Brown, late of
Company K, Forty-sixth Regiment Massachusetts Militia Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Augusta Mattimore, helpless and dependent daughter
of Barney B. Mattimore, late of Company I, Sixth Regiment Vermont
Yolunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per
month,

The name of Mary L. Reither, widow of John T. Reither, late of
Company A, One hundredth Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Isabell Congo, widow of Charles Congo, late of Com-
pany H, Third Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Harriet Donchue, widow of Reuben 8. Donohue, late of
Company C, Ninth Regiment, West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and
Company C, First Regiment West Virginia Veteran Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of §30 per month,

The name of Celin Ann Powell, widow of Ambrose C. Powell, late
of Company A, Becond Regiment Florida Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving,

The name of Oliver H. Callam, helpless and dependent son of
Augustus Callam, late of Company E, Ninth Regiment Indlana Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month,

The name of Julia H. Piatt, widow of George A. Piatt, late of Com-
pany D, One hundred and forty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she
is now receiving. AL

The name of Polly Saylor, widow of Samuel SBaylor, late of Company
E, Forty-ninth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of £50 per month in leu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Addie Allen, widow of Willlam Allen, late of Company
F, One hundred and fifth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Mary E. R. Simmermaker, widow of Phillip Simmer-
maker, Jate of Company C, Thirty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month,

The name of Rutha M. E. Standage, widow of Willlam W. Standage,
late of Company I, Fourteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry,
and Company G, One hundred and forty-ninth Regiment Illinols Vol-
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month
in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Francis Back, former widow of Jobn Fehr, late
of Company B, First Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month In Heu of that she is uow
receiving. 3

The name of Martha L. Jackson, widow of Sylvador Jackson, late
special agent and acting provost marshal, thirteenth Ohilo district,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Isabell A. Hulit, widow of Willlam A. Hulit, late
of Company A, Sixty-fourth Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The pame of Mary E. Piper, widow of Henry B. Piper, late of
Company E, Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvanla Volunteer Infanrry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that
she is now recelving.

The name of Amanda Toot, widow of Willlam Toot, late of Com-
pany F, One hundred and sixty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Drafted
Militia Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per moath
In lieu of that she is row receiving.

The name of Mary L. Koch, widow of George Koch, late of Com-
pany A, FEighty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry,

and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month In lien of fthat
she 1s now receiving,

The name of Sarah A. Snyder, widow of William Snyder, late of
Company B, Two hundred and ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month
In leu of that she is now recelving.

The name of Emaline Sloat, widow of Frederick Sloat, late of
Company G, Two hundredth Regiment Pennsylvanla Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month In leun
of that she is now receiving.

The name of Louisa Stough, widow of Adam F. Stough, late of
Company H, Two bundredth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension- at the rate of $50 per month In lien
of that she is now recelving.

The name of Mary A. Snyder, widow of Christian H. Snyder, 'ate
of Company E, One hundred and ninety-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per
month in lHeu of that she is now receiving: Provided, That in the
event of the death of William M. Snyder, helpless and dependent
son of sald Christian H. and Mary A. Snyder, the additional pension
herein granted shall cease and determine: And provided further,
That In the event of the death of Mary A, Snyder the name of eaid
William M. Snyder shall be placed on the pension roll, subject to
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of
§$20 per month from and after the date of death of said Mary A.
SBnyder. -

The name of Rose Wernlg, helpless and dependent daughter of
John P. Wernlg, allas Werrick, late of Company K, One hundred
and sixty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Drafted Militla Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month through a legally
appointed guardian.

The name of John BE. T, Ward, helpless and dependent son of
Ezra McD. Ward, late of Company D, Second Regiment Kentucky
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per
month through a legally appointed guardian.

The name of Mary D. Walls, former widow of Robert A. Patterion,
Iate of Company C, Eleventh Reglment Tennessee Cavalry, and Com-
pany I, Ninth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $30 per month,

This bill is a substitute for the following House bills re-
ferred to Committee on Invalid Pensions:

H.R. 504. Mary F. Randall. H. R, 845. Laura I. Washburn.

H. R. 505. Sarah C. Webb. H. R. 847, Lucinda M. Irish.

H. R. 508. Mary Cole. H. R. 848, Lizzie E, Streeter.

H. R.513. Mary A. Patton. H. R. 849, Maggle L. Cray.

H.R.514. Maude E. R -H. R. 850. Helen P, Miller,

H. R. 516. Susan F, Rutherford, H. R. 851. Emma F. Nlles.

H. R. 526. Viola H. Pugh. H. R. 852. Azzaline M. Bogle.

H. R. 527. Bethena Starkey. H. R. 8563. Josephine H, Green,

H. R. 528. Harrlet BE. Tally. H. R. 854, Abbie J. Plerson.

H.R. 529. Barah C. Peterson. H. R. 855. Emma L. Knapp.

H. R. 544. Marlam Breeze. H. R. 8066, Elmina H. Streeter,

H. R. 547. Ann M. Barker. H. R. 857. Charlotte M. Comba.

H. R.552. Anna E. Crawford. H. R, 858, Mary H. H‘ight.

H. R.553. Rachel A, Dennis, H. R. 859, Jane I. McNichols,

H. R, 554. Helen M. Farley, H. R, 877. Louisa W, Kohser,

H. R. 555. Mary J. Hedinger, H. R. 870. Emily J. Hormel.

H. R. 559, Gideon C. Lewls, H. R. 888, Susan E. Darrough.

H.R.563. Mary N. Moody. H. R. 889, Frederick 0. Overlock.

H. R. 566. Abbie Osborn. H. R. 808, Charles E. Campbell

H. R. 568. Jennie Pratt. allas Ebein Campbell,

H. R. 584. Mania Vartanian, H. R. 897, Mary E. Sherbondy.

H. R. 599. Mary TFitchett, H. R. 906, .%:gellua Btuck.

H. R. 620. Harriet G, Albro. H. R. 907. emia Speelman

H. R. 821, Caroline McGough. H. R. 908, John A. Swarts

H. R. 622. Eleanora H. Seymour. H.R.913. Margaret J. Johnson,

H. R. 624, Mary A. Winsor, H. R. 917. Adaline E. Robbins.

H. R, 635. Mary Bennett, H. R. 918. Elizabeth R. Noll.

H. R. 646, Nellle L. Grady, H. R.919. Alice J. Stebbins.

H. R, 650. Jennie Allen. H. R. 920. Melving A. Horner.

H. R. 651, Frances McAnnany, H.R. 921, Jane Bates.

H.R. 663. Jessle E. Diggery. H. R. 922, Evaleen M. Davidson.

H. R. 683, Sarah E. Compton, H. R. 920. Elizabeth Nye.

H. R. 684, Minnie Dawson. H. R. 931, Emma J. Whipple.

H. R. 885. Mary C. Simmons, H.R. 932, Katharine Whitaker,

H. R. 686. Harriet Vosburg, H.R. 937, Barah Blodgett.

H. R. 688, Levina Lebert, H. E. 940, Dorcas Quigley,

H. R, 689, Emmga Justice. H. R. 9562, Ida Wilkinson,

H. R. 680, Mattie Hepler. H.R. 956, Emma C, Alton,

H. 1L, 692, Magdalena Wilber, H. R. 963, Sallle E. Copeland.

H. R. 710, Nancy Stanton. H. R. 966, Ruth B. Adamson.

H.R.716. Annle M. Heckaman. H. R. 967, Priscilla A. Atwood.

H. R. 745. Annie Johnson. H.R 908, Sarah E. Beatty.

H.R_763. Herman Wagner, allas H. R, 971, Barah L. Darr.
Henry Burnett. H. R. 973, Lizzie J, Faglo.

H.R.767. Christina Maxworthy. H.R.974. Anne L. Fomorin.

H. R. 768, Cora Ford. H. R. 975, Maggie Flora.

H.R. 769, Charles R, Gillam. H. R. 979. Rebecea A. Kidd.

H. R. 773, Caroline C. Bower. H. I%. 980, Mary H. Kline,

H.R.774. Nellie Chalmers. H. R. 982, Anna Mec¢Cann,

H. R, 7756. Mary E., Cummins, H. R. 983, Clarinda Moore.

H. R. 776, Kate Payler. H. R.984. Anna E. Reeves.

H. R, 777. Lucelia M. Strunk, H. R. 987. Margaret A. Taylor.

H. R. 778, Mildred Renwick. H. R, 088, Mary A, Taylor.

H. R. 708. Henry P. Hull. H. R. 089, Jennie 8, Titus.

H. R. 798. Richard King, H.R. 990. Lucinda D. Woods.

H. R. 822, Arthur 8. Belcher, allas H. R. 883. Harriet Beisel.
Willinm Prescott. H. R.1000. Anna B. Eicher.

H. R. 844, Emily H. Bardea, H. R. 1003, Virginia A, Harris,
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. thberine L. R, Parker. ( H. R. 2035. Ellen Btewart.

. Daniels, 1. R. 2036, Mary D. Wircbaugh.
1610, Hnr it 8. Morrall . 2087. Maggile Fetterman,
1613. Maria E. Ross. . 2089, Klizabeth May.
1617. Harriet C. Bristol. Polly Couch.
1618, Julla F. Browning. 205‘:'. Arena Smith.
1619, Rose E, Cain. . 2058, Lizzle McDaniel,
1620, Anna Crosby. . 20087, Cynthia Smallwood
1621. Hittle Davlis, . 2070. Baral Mobley,
1622. Mary C, Dooley.
1623. Victorla M. Dean,
1624, Mary A, Fife,
1625, Alice Fern.
1626, Rose A. Ferguson,
1628, Mary Gorman.
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et
g

. 1004, Emma Huﬂt}
1011, Euntce A, Myers.
liza J, Weimer.

1026, farah B Wﬂderman.
1027. Rachel Wood.
1044. Harriet M. Hoover.
045. Busan Kemberlin,
1046. Mary J. Chisheolm,
1047. Martha Cox.

1055, Euphemia Brady,
10G0. Adaline M. Bhaub.
1064. Lonise Hateh.,
1074. 1da M. Uline,
1075. Carrle 8. Baxter,
1074. Wtul.nm J. Finley.

. B. 2499, Alice May.

. 2500. Agnes Presho,
2501, Sate L, Retlu‘.l.
2502, Midia . Squires,

. ret C, Westbrook,
2516, Ursnla Lamphier,
2520, Mary J. Va
2541, Henrietta Grubb,
2543, Nancy E. Heller,
2544, Elizabeth Brillhart,
2046, Lucy Lamb.

2547, Ellen M. Brown.
2580, Phebe A. Rice.

2582, Alphiald E. Park,
2508. Prudence E. Bair.
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. 2071, Nancy C. atrick.
2. Laura C. York. .
. Nancy Lankford.

. Mary Powell.

. Ellzabeth J. White.
. Clementine Willlams.
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1079. Ma Kinsey. 1629. Philippine Hatzler. 2117. Mary E. Wakefield. . R.2695. Phoebe 1. Betts,
1080, Jessle F 1.0::{l 1633, Ellen Manix, 2118. Blecta Bellen, 2597. Nancy M. Burroughs,
1082, William W 1634, ose?hlnr_- MeDonald. 2119. Lois I, Dugan, 2508, Millie Burton,

1111, Hester R. amnaeL 1635. Jennle Miller, 2120. Mary Campbell. 600. Elevesta E. Carper.
1112, Edwina B. Kem 1637. Alice L. Pond. 2121. Mary M. Flles. 2803, Emma J. Dunn.
1114, Margaret I, Haviland. 1668, Mary E. mttenhoun. 2122, Mary Longto. 2807. Addie M. Jackson.
1115. Mary .]' Clark, 1670. Amy A, Pur 2123. Alma C. 609, Mell A. Jones,

2

2611, Katle Krieger.

. Pauline Lieball,

. Sarah A, Nighswander,
618, Adaline Norton.

619. Flora A. Overmire,
622. Mary A. Bchwab,

628. El!ubeth Btowe.

. Clara R. Stutsman,
628. Mary E. Wentz,

648, Olive A, B. McLaughlin,
. Edward Jones.

78. Lydia A. Lawrence,

. Lucy R. Robertson.
01. Anne Davis,

356, Cordella Kite,

39. Mary Allen.

40. Ballie Co&e.

. William Woodby.

46, Busan A. Stout.

2124, Mary E. Gifin.
2125. Ellen Jane Putraw.
2126, James McDonald.
2128, Orrilla Smith.

2120, Ida V. Forbes.
2130. Henrletta Bowker.
2131. Harriet A. Holmes,
2132, Julla Laroue.

2183. Addie Gratton,
2134, Cecil C. Cardinal.
2135, .L{nrgnret Richard
2143, aret K. Reisch,
2148, | az J Yeugley.
2147. B.acha Woggerman,
149. F'mnc Murra

2167, wﬂam H. Mcﬂamh
. Anna K. Warren,
Alexander Sweeney,

1671. Harry E. Gafusha
1675. Kate H. Garvin,
{ggg. Ellzabeth Lambert,
1680, Virginia 8. Lewls.
%TOO. Susan McDonald,
1
1

1119. John B. Blouse.
1120, Eliza J. Blouse,
1124, Katherine White.
1127, Carrie E, Miett,
iﬁg Nei!ieI]Jl ﬁ&lnswortlL
. Mary arvey
1159, Mary Bersh :
1176, Blanche J. Barnard.
1177. Bo hlu J, Bartram,
1178. Ellen Bechtel,
1179, Mary Eliza Brewster.
1182, Delia A. Castle.
1183, Mary E. Clark.
1184, Julla B, Cook.
1185. Annie D. Delavan,
1186, Ellen W. Gr:fory.
1187. Elnora 8. Halligan.
1188, Emma L. Jimmerson,
1189, Jane Johnson,

28
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701. Elizabeth Jamison,
708. Nancy .1' Shea
707. Mary E, Ma

1708. Eva Bri;

1714, Rose McKenzie.
1715, William R. Plessner,
1716. Vernie Pope.

1732, Martha Wilcox.
1734, Emily Brune,
1787, Oliver Ellis.

1740, Jennie ngner.
1744. Eliza Pri

1746. Ellen Wmmms.
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833. Allce J. Belby.

1776. Ma 849, Georgin A. Godwin.

1387. Lora M. Brewer. Hagu
Eunice Ellis 1779. Nellie R. Brackett.

S ce 3
1345, Charles 8, Francis,

oty
b
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. Mary A, Redd,

. Mary A, Crane. 868. Ballie A, Palmore,

1785. Ellen Carr.

1190. Jennle Meyer. 1747. Emma J. Frogg, now 178. Mary A. Thompson.

- 1191, Lida AL Osborn. Burke. 179. Martha Stadler. o o e ana,
1192. Mary E. Read. 1749. Laura J. Hicks, 180. Katherine Kraft, 59, Mary C. Sanders,
1104, Louisa D. Smith, 17560, Frances Miller, 181. Rebecea Pedrick, 9767, Badie Humphrey
1209. Thirza C. Gifford. 1751. Elizabeth Bradford. 192. George (. Flowers, 5798, Mae L. Cornell,
15%5; Tona Wilkinson, P e e e i 198. Nancy K. Hammon. 2799, Thomas Sims.

; . Gesina Sche 104, Mary J. Miller, :
1920 Deboray A Baker 1164 June Langerak. 193 Ellsabath Dows. B0k B Sektme™
= 3 : - Jane Garre 196. Priscilla ? 24
1359 Tomas 0. Dubmagan, H- B 1167. Klizabeth A Guild. 199, Maria Van Brman. 5810, Goma F. Farrar:
allas Willlam Parker 1775, Tulia A. wmm 200: fmnlaﬂi?futhcg’;{“' %aw. Ida F. Knight.
2
2
2
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x 221, Elizabeth Oswald. 1. M E. Scudder.
5 Ca;gll-ine W. Hershber. 1791 um;gm:: E;&Igugh. 223, Orrel Tucker. 2%?{3. e s
ﬁgg gav&rénag Muffire. ggg. %I]irmilim?n& 242, Jﬁ?ﬁ’;lenﬂﬁlénes. §§§3‘ gﬁ:?;a e
. Martha Johnson. k ra A. m F ¢ i
1352, Albert M. Kirby. 1797. Mary E. Lowe. AR 2806. Hattie L. Cantwell.

1799. Julia Moomaw. 2900, Sarah J, Mersereau,

2
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g
g
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g
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180665. Mag MeJunkins.

e )

1857. Lueinda E. Miller. 1806. Emsey O. Young. 2910. Maria H, Kame,
1360. Elizabeth B. Painter. 1814. Lidda J. Clark. 2262, Mary Smith. 2011; Barah K. Keefar.
}gg% %'{I?rybeAA. Rdge igé‘ﬂ} Sarah J. Wickham. 9263. Amanda Tyner. 10" Mgl A zfm éﬁ?:ﬁan
363, Rebecca Scott, 1851; Baands A imstrong. 2276. Harrlet N. Jones. 2920, Blizabeth J, Barton.
1364, Teabel Rhurr 1854. Rebecca 06l © - R 5921, Juila Miller. :
1399; Amelia A. Wood 1857 Harriet D, Waterson. | 1. B 2284, Priscilla De Witt. 5954 R Piviaa MeDonaid,
1374, Bliza A, Holts, 1839, Polly F. Gould, H. R. 2285, Elizabeth A. Line. 2939, Julla A. Cameron
1375. Ann Eli uPi.ka 18‘58. H ¥i tta P b-at, H. R. 2286, Madlum Mtlledge. 5942 Hannal Bpring. :
1383, John Nidey. - " “Harenberg. B am N T o s 2043, Rebecea J. Crist.
1404, Mary J. F{odgkins 1854. Patlence A. Karnes, IR 554 “gfg & Rga.’c'l 2044, Amela Viets,

1405, Adaline R Brlnger 1855, Hattle Geske. H. R 2295. Clara Harlan, %96% NancyHA.bb M:‘é{lnuie.
I s G g ke en e fR S L T g
1411, Mary J. Alton 1863. Elizabeth Stedman H. R.2299. Aleda Cobb. 9983, Loulsa Fitzsimmons
1412, John V. Evans. 1866 Nanc{eo. eI o g- ggﬂ: ﬁnn:aTnha%ﬁﬁ?:ii 3007. Elizabeth J, Hibler,
i:ig Ellzltet?e Pahiger 12‘;3 ﬁlahr? d;h sPuﬂn. H. R, 2382, Josle Hicks. gg}g ggbrégtl:]shﬁ:&kmnn
1417, Nancy C. Jones, 1874, Rherldan McDanlel, &, }E‘f‘ﬁb&h Ao Honman 2043, Minervie Thralls,
1418, Almira E. HcAlrron. 1880. Mary R. Hamilton, H. R 2411, Jane Prather. 3049, William Reynolds.
iy e R e 8 1008 i syt | 5B {oiane, BRI fmah i
1428, Mary Biizabeth Weller, 1919, Jane B. Burwell. IL. R. 2414. Ballle Gearhart. 3038, Tonfea M, Johnson.
1427, Malia A, Parker 1925, Margaret Reck. H. R. 2418. Amnie L. Durham. 8056, Angeline Hollowell,
490, Adaline Minsing. 1826. Frances M. Lo H. R. 2419, Thomas C, Jones. 3058, Adallne B. Fets.
1482, Ma Glidden, 1928, Julia M. Murphy H. R, 2423. Catherine Bridgford, 3059, Sarak F, Bsarey.
1435. Davld 8. Barahart. 1029, Nellle Troost. H. R. 2424, Barah F. Vier. 3060, Harriet-A, Craig,
1438, Mary M 1940, Ellzabeth Siegler, B DA e 3074, Emma H, Biake,

ry M.
1443. Frances B]akeley
1444, Berena Bean,

1446, Helena Dearborn.
1447. Margaret Force,
1448. Emily J. Foust,
1449, Mar E. Gray.

14560 8. Celestia Hunt.
1453. Caroline 1. Minneley.
1454. Adelle Parker.

1456, Elizabeth W, Smith,
1469, Jennfe C. Gorton.
1470, Lewis M Kuhns,
1472, Maria L. Stewart.
14756. Margaret M. Altman,
1479. Hannah J. Kerr,
1483, Margaret C. Wile.
1490. Catherine F, Edsall
1531. Jennle O'Donahue,
1532, Margaret J. Relyea.
1545. Tina C. Baker.

1566. Laura C. Crawford.
1670. Elizabeth 8. Jones.
1585. Sarah A. Chadwick.
1587, Dora K. Flaherty.

1956. Barah F, Spencer,
1958, Priscilla Chandler,
1988, Alice Cox.

1969. Maria Crowl.

1976, Bridget Mathews,
1988. Margaret Y. Teters.
1990, Elzabeth Gille,

1991, Edith M. Wyatt,
1992, Grace E. Moore.
1903. Catherine Davis.
1994, Cora Q. Russell,
1098, Virginia Hubley.
1999. May Pennington.
2025, Martha Burdett,
20268. Elizabeth Vanfosson.
2027. Margaret R. McClana-
han, now Humphrey,
2028. Mary E. Deselms,
2029. Lou Whiteleather,
2030. Anna F. Ault.

2031. Flora A. Fuller,
2082, Margaret J. Coss.
2053. Ada M. Buffington.
2034. Elizabeth Olmatead.

8075. Harrlet A. Daniels.
8076. Genevrin Hatheway.
8084. Barah Ladson.
8085, Hattie Johnson,
8087. Eliza C. Clark.
3089, Rachel L. Spencer,
8090, Lewis C. Jones.
3091, Martha J. Lawyer.
8002, George Taylor.
3094, James H. Beaman,
5112, Samuel R. Proud.
8146, Adeline Ringelstein,
8147. Rosanna A. Moe.
3151. Susan B. Churchill,
8152, Ellen Gowin.

5153. Mary C. Gibbs.

2431. Annie E. Allen.
2434, Julla A. Duell.
2486, Barah Capron,

2437, Mary Ann Bain,
2438, Lydia F. Barkley.
2439, Julla D. Gould.
2440. Nannie E. Ladd.
2441, Julia L. Hawkins,
2445, Christella B. Lawrence,
2400, Busan B. Allen

2467, Martha A. Bechtel.
2470. Annie Ireland.

2472, Sarah E. Patterson.,
2475. Margaret C. Todd.
2480, Clara X, Beaton:

. Clara on 3
2481, Margaret A, Robinson, 3158, Blizabeth Power.
2485, Mary Weller, 3168, Susanna K, Shannon,
2488, Vietor Clark, R. 3191, Francis 8. Haﬂn eBs.
%:Sg ﬁaeésl?l l;;eace. “R]::gy Franc .

. Amelia Harvey, .

. 2497, Hattle E. Hmifey. . R. 8201, Margret McCullough.
2498, Eva B. Lynch. . Elizabeth Keller.
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3203, Annle Vandegrift, 4339, Elizabeth A. Brown, H. R. 5638. Allce A. Minick, TIIES‘ Gertrude Rank.
3204. Daniel W. Eefl;erts. 4340, Loda Shuler, : H. R. b644. Adah I. Tomlinson, 7143. Busanna Cutshaw.
8205, William M. Silver. 4341, Hanuah Marble. H. R. 5646, Ma . Watkins, T7147. Etta Vanzant.
3206, Amanda Hall 4342, Iarﬂm . Whiting. R, 6647, Maria Forstmeyer, 7148, Lucinda B, Burbridge.
3207. Isadora P. Roberts, 4357, A. Webbert. R. 5667. Fllzabeth Thoman, 7150, Charles R, Booth.
8209, Nancy Burton. 4359, Maria Spencer. R. 5672, Dora Briickner. 7196. Susan A. Kuhn,
3210, Mary C. Hale. 4388, Joseph Greenwood, R.5674. A ness N. Aldri 7299, Synethia Freeman,
8212, Barah J. Alderson. 4390. Laura A. Moore. R. 5787. by J. ﬁcLaug lln. T7301. Ballie Garland.
8213, Susan G, Caplinger. 4301, Chules H. Putnam. R. 5762. Sadie A. Nol 7309, Mary K. Harris.
8214, Francis C. Evans, 4302, Sarah F. Buck. R, 5764, Lucy J Popejoy. T314. Arophlne C. Knox,
8215. Frederick Ttobb, 4303, Ciarinda A. Spear. R.5767. Mary M. Oody, 7407, Helen Underwood.
8216. Daniel Ransdale, 4304, Mary J. Elidretk. R.5774. Sarah Andrews T419. Naney A. Stewart,
8217. Sarah Fisher. 4404. Josephine E, Grant. R.5777. Mary Ann Rogers. T647. Mary E. Allen,

]

4405. Madora A. Lander.
4407. Erwin C. Rose.

4419, Rachel B. Smart,

. 4422, Rebecea Powell.

4424, Jemima Mechling.

4426, Mollle B. Hutchinson..
4427, Alice R, Holmes.

. 4428, Sarah A. Jelllson.
4429, TPolly A. King.

4430. Lucinda Bush.

4551, Barah F. Berry.

4566, Laura V. Adams.
4558. Marletta Bishop.

4566, Diana M, Oakley.
4579, Lilllan B. Ramsdell.
4607 FrnncesH Underwood.
4608, Mary B. Burrell,
4609, Adile Hemmings.
4610, Elizabeth J. Chambers.
4630, Nancy W. Fuller,
4635, Mary L. Thompson,
4646, Magdalene Emrich,
4651, Emogene E. Perrin,
4655. Margaret Ahern,
4
4
4

R. 5778. Mary E. Armstrong.
R. 5779, Mary Collins.

. ry J. Fisher
R. 5794. Clara Nichols,
R. 5860, John B, Markley,
R. 5886, Amelia Mlller
5887, Mary L. 8
5888, Margaret Parks.
6012, Maggie Garner.
. 6020, Jenn a Dickinson,

7619, Anna E. Brewster,
7082, Mary L. Peck.
TO83. Nannie E. Bowman.
7085, Matllda J. Adams.
TOBS, Christina Muller.
7997, Ann Mg
T908, Mary Eaton.
. Sarah E. Miller,
g?n??. ﬁgne& Jones,

. Nancy Reedy.
8018. Margaret Palmer,
8021, Adaline BIacnw
8032, Emily Ray.
8055. Delia Bertrand.
B056. Inez L. Hoxsle.
B037. Caroline Cox.
8060. Adam L. Foley.
8066. Dessie M. Johnson,
8069. Mary . Croshier.
8070. Emma L. Jesser.

R.
R.
R
R
R
R.
R
R
R
R
R
R
R
R
R 5
R. B072. Mary A, Corwin.
% gg;g. Ellmheﬁ‘.-hela Colt:klln

. arpenter.
R. 6187, Mary A. Goo 8080, Christofa Preston.
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R 3676, Mar Hoagland. 5153. Luella Sutton. Mr. FULLER. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following committee
* 6157. Abby E. Trussell. i
B a0 “"‘“{e"“’“ ey 5139, 8. Angeline Wheeler. | amendments.
R 8607, Jmes 11" Osbiori, - BLT0. Margaret it Sk Bk!dmore The Clerk read as follows:
3! ; Y . anna
Eg?gg flligghelAﬁ Ef‘hr.itat;'ud. 5308, Frances A. Horr Page 39, strike out lines 11 to 14, inclusive. (Claimant is dead.)
K. 3701, Mary V. 6312, Mary Sutton. Page 45, line 22, strike out the letter “k"” from the name
R. 4197: Amnndz} E. Koons. g%ﬁ E;gcﬁlllg’. %‘;‘Lﬂf‘“' “Galuska " and insert in leu thereof the letter * h."
R. ;}fg- ;inttieEI‘rﬁl‘J!Jt?nm“ 5409, Eldora Howard. Page 51, line 19, insert the initial “ J." after the name “ Margaret,"
ﬁ'_ 4150, ‘iaar;yh Wurtﬂ{augh gﬂ? g]lilfﬂﬁzmh%nﬂn uglass, | %088 t0 read “ Margaret J. Hambaugh.”
R, 4153 Flors 8. Weeks. 5415 Mary &. Femberton. Page 72, line 1, add the letter “a” to the name “ Elizabeth,” so
E- :} é?s Mtt:']lllgm 'Kl:lc;;:ﬁ 94;5’; E‘m:ii:ue;l ﬁru as to read “ Ellzabetha.”
R. 4164. Frances M. Armstrong. T R 1lzage 1107. strike ;tzt lines 18 to 21, inclusive. (Claimant Is dead.)
R. 4171, Cora E. mm]o 5416, Anna M. Lohnes. age 109, lne 18, insert the initial *“J.” after the name * Har-
%’ :}35 ﬂfr'":falh G&;;‘gﬂ 5417, Lois L. Andrews, riet,” so as to read “ Harriet J. Webber.”
R, 4196, Anna J. Bishop, B Byt ! i Page 151, line 2, after the word “ Company" strike out the letter
R. 4201. ﬂeg;l&ta D.  Wash- 5489, Margaret F. Brunner, “E" and Insert in lieu thereof the letter “F,” so as to read “ Com-
5490, 11 "
R. 4202, Priscilla A. Fuller. 3401, Corderia A Wiison. R
R.4242. Margaret E. Wilson, 5492, Mary Ellen Montis, The committee amendments were agreed to.
R.4245. Christena B. Waitman. 5493, Samantha McCann, The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time
i, . Sarah [. Axline. 5404, Rebeccn M, Reese, the thir i
R. . Cornelia Kennett. 3495. Anne Jones, was read the d time and passed.
E' J %ﬁi]?cgu{m{ﬁm gigg. g:;r:ah ﬁ. g; thhes. On motion of Mr. FuLLer, a motion to reconsider the vote
E' 3 %Illﬁﬂmmgelhu a ggﬁl: ﬁdmm }lﬁanﬂiﬁ%' whereby the bill was passed, was laid on the table.
.9 . B . CH. - AT re 3 BRAIL
1 432, Harriet Galor ™ B04 donke B Feger. Mr. PARKER. M ;p::kum;k o it ey i
IR . Harriet Gale. d ora J, > I. . Mr, er, I move that the House resolve
R A Bt Lo s noR. Saas g‘:&}i’ﬁf‘% itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
: g_ 45 gmlﬁces IEScI:Tu e]‘,,'w EE&-}‘: gophie -ﬁ“ﬁ.‘:ﬁ“"“ Uni&r:l fc}r |‘.hl;;1 turtherptcanalde}-ation ?tcll the :)lll b(e ]EI R. 9463)i to
R, . Paulina elle, n . Emma T, provide for the prompt disposition of disputes between carriers
Paulina Whitehead. 5598. Ballle Radford.
R.4337. Rilla J. White. 5629. Mary M. Allison, and their employees, and for other purposes.

. Minerva R. Connelly, 5631, Frances A, Burdsal, -'- The motion was agreed to.
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Accordingly the House resolved iiself into Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr., MADDEN
in the chair.

The Clerk read the title to the bill.

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the
gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. WILLiAMSON].

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Mr., Chairman and gentlemen of the
committee, at the outset I desire to state that I have always be-
lieved and contended that railway employees have the right
to organize for the purpose of mutual aid, to improve working
conditions, and to enforce a reasonable wage scale by any
means in their power short of causing an unreasonable inter-
ruption of interstate commerce.

That the various organized railway crafts have performed
a valuable function in compelling the use of safety devices,
cutting down hours of employment to a reasonable basis, and
otherwise improving the service can not be doubted. Trans-
portation, however, is affected with the public interest. It can
not be stopped, even for a brief time, without bringing disaster
to husiness, throwing out of employment tens of thousands of
workers in the industries, threatening starvation and death to
the people of the great centers, and leading to other calamities
of so terrible a nature as to make war itself seem a harmless
pastime. It is incumbent, therefore, upon every patriotic
citizen to lend his aid and influence to any movement having
for its object the settlement of such disputes as may arise
between the railway systems of the country and their em-
ployees.

With many of the provisions of this bill I find myself in
entire agreement. Certainly it is the best bill of its kind
that has been offered here in Congress since I became a Mem-
ber. I can not, however, but feel that it fails in some very
essential particulars in giving that protection to the public
which we are entitled to in a measure of this character. An
examination of the bill diseloses that it provides for nothing
in the way of settlement of disputes that may arise between
railways and their employees that may not now be resorted to
by mutual agreement excepi—

First. That the awards of the board of arbitration, when
made, may be filed in a court of record and judgment be
entered thereon; and :

Second, That the President may create an emergency board
when, in the opirion of the Board of Mediation, a situation
develops which threatens substantially to interrupt interstate
commerce to a degree such as to deprive any section of the
country of essential transportation services.

Unfortunately, such emergency board when created can only
investigate and report respecting a dispute to the President,
It is absolutely without authority to make any award or to
make any recommendation that is binding upon anybody. Nor
does the section providing for the board confer any duty
or power upon the President, expressed or implied, in connec-
tion with such recommendation. There appears, however, in
this connection a provision which stipulates that * after the

. creation of such board, and for 30 days after such board has
magde its report to the President, no change, except by agree-
ment, shall be made by the parties fo the controversy in the
conditions out of which the dispute arose.”

If it is made elear that during such period no strike or inter-
ruption of traffic by either party can lawfully be brought about,
this provision will prove an exceedingly valuable one. It will
doubtless be claimed that this is its evident purpose. If so, it
should clearly appear in the law. This can be done by adding
after the word “arose,” in line 12 on page 28 of the bill, the
following : .

Nor shall either party to the dispute during such period take any
action which will tend or threaten to interrupt interstate commerce,

Maintaining the status quo during the time the investigation
is going on is absolutely indispensable to any proper considera-
tion of the controversy. There must be no threat of a strike
or lockout.

Mr, KEARNS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr., WILLTAMSON. I will

Mr. KEARNS. What would be written into the bill to punish
either side who took some action that would stop or interrupt
transportation?

Mr. WILLTAMSON. If the provision I have suggested should
go into the bill, there is no question but that a court of equity
could enjoin a labor nnion going on a strike during that period.
The same power would exist to restrain a railway company
from instituting a lockout,

The time during which such emergency board is engaged in
considering the matters in controversy and making up its re-
port to the President and the 30 days following constitute
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the cooling-off’ period. In the meantime crystallized public
opinion would become a powerful leverage in compelling the
parties to the dispute either to reach an amicable settlement
or to accept the recommendations made by the emergency board
and such further suggestions as might be made by the Presi-
dent. This section is also defective in that it does not pro-
vide for making the report to the President public. Just how
public opinion is to be brought to bear upon the controversy
without knowing the facts is not clear,

I think the following may be laid down as well-recognized
prineiples of law under our Federal Constitution :

First. That Congress may not vitiate a private contraet if
not immoral, unlawful, or against public poliey ;

Second. Within the above limitations the right of private
contract is inviolate;

Third. We can not by legislation compel an individual to
enter into a contract of service or employment nor, if entered
into, can specific performance be enforced by the courts; but

Fourth. Congress has the unquestioned right to prohibit a
conspiracy between individuals to quit work in concert when
engaged as employees in interstate commerce when such ac-
tion would result in impeding, stopping, or destroying such
commerce ; and,

Fifth, The right of the public to uninterrupted traffic in
interstate commerce i{s paramount and Congress may provide
for the enforcement of such right by appropriate legislation.

If the last proposition is correct, Congress has the authority
to prohibit strikes which have for their object the stoppage
of the mails or the serious interruption of interstate commerce,
Such power, however, should not be exercised by the Congress
unless it should clearly appear that it is the only possible
means that can be found to prevent the tying up of traffic.

There is high authority for compulsory arbitration in labor
disputes. But compulsory arbitration should not be imposed
by Congress without the consent of the parties except as a
last resort, and I should not be in favor of incorporating it
in this bill. To me it seems regrettable, however, that the
railrond employees and the transportation companies could
not have reached an agreement making it obligatory upon
them, in case an agreement can not be arrived at in any
other way, to submit & controversy to arbitration and to agree
to abide by the results.

In place of such provision the bili provides;

,That the fallure or refusal of either party to submit a controversy

to arbitration shall not be construed as a violation of any legal
obligation imposed npon such party by the terms of this act or
otherwise. °

The bill provides very little machinery for the effective
settlement of disputes that may not now be invoked by the
employees and the railway management without resort to
legislation, Nothing provided for in the bill is finally
binding and compulsory upon the parties unless agreed to
in advance, but the most vital defect in the bill, in my judg-
ment, is the fact that it does not appear to give adequate pro-
tection to the public which must necessarily use the railways
for the purpose of transportarion.

The gentieman from Kentucky on Wednesday made the
statement that the only right the pubiic has is to uninter-
rupted traffic. This is an astounding statement to come from
a man who Is presumably liere Lo represent his entire constitu-
ency. The public certainly has other rights than that of
unimpeded transportation. Railways are charged with the
public interest. Transportation corporations are quasi publie
in character., They are subject to regulation by Congress.
That regulation includes as a matter of public right the power
to fix reasonable rates and charges. The power to fix reason-
able rates and charges can not exist unless the Interstate
Commerce Commission at the same time has the right to take
into consideration the reasonableness or unreasonableness of
the wage scale. I concede that neitler this Congress nor
any agency created by it should ordinurily attempt to inter-
fere with private contract, but it has the unquestioned right
in fixing transportation rates fo disregard a wage scale to
the extent that it appears to be uarcasonably high. That
right now exists in the Interstate Commerce Commission.
Whether it will exist if this bill is pass-d in its present form
is open to serious guestion. [Applause.]

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WILLIAMSON. I will, although my time is short.

Mr. BLANTON. The great trouble is that the President can
not act until a strike has been called. He can not act because
they refuse to mediate. '

Mr, WILLIAMSON. He can not until the Board of Media-
tion has asked him to appoint an emergency board.
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Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, T want to correct the state-
ment of the gentleman from Texas; the Board of Mediation can
ask for an emergency board at any time.

Mr. BLANTON. 1 was going by the reading of the gentle-
man's bill

Mr., WILLIAMSON., This bill gives legal sanction to any
agreement as to wages, hours, and working conditions that may
be mutually agreed upon by the employees and the railways.
When disputes shall finally be settled as the result of volun-
tary arbitration and the arbitral judgment is made a matter
of record in a court, such decision as to the reasonableness of
the wages agreed upon would not enly be most persuasive upon
the Interstate Commerce Commission, but compelling. If this
position is correct, we virtually turn over rate making to the
employees and the railways, and the right of the public to
reasonable transportation rates is serlously jeopardized if not
lost. The correctness of this position is emphasized by the
statement made by the gentleman from Virginia on Wednes-
day when he interrupted the gentleman from Kentucky to say
in substance that if the Hoch amendment should be adopted it
might be construed to mean that any agreement upon the wage
scale arrived at by employees and managers could be disre-
garded by the Interstate Commerce Commission, The con-
verse of this is certainly true; that if the amendment is omitted
the Interstate Commerce Commission would be justified in
taking the position that it was bound by such agreement.

We can not blow hot and cold at the same time. We are
creating here an agency for the settlement of wage disputes.
We are giving the sanction of law to any wage agreement that
may be arrived at by employees and management. We are
making such agreement a matter of record and invoking the
power of a Federal court to enter a judgment of confirmation
thereon. .

If this arrangement is not coupled with an express reserva-
tion to the Interstate Commerce Commission to pass upon the
reasonableness of such agreement as to wages, we have fore-
closed our right to consistently contend that such agreement is
not binding upon the commission. [Applause.]

I am unable to see how we can get away from this proposi-
tion. Unless the bill is amended so as to carry the Hoch
amendment or something similar to it, those Members of the
House who for years have been making an effort to secure a
reduction in freight rates can not in justice to their constitu-
ency vote for this bill. The railways are now just getting into
such position financially that they can afford to make a reduc-
tion in rates. There is a most compelling reason why rates
should be reduced, particularly upon bulky farm produets.
Should this bill become law in its present form, it would not
only jeopardize any proposed reduction but would probably
make a reduction impossible for years to come, if not for all
time, The power of the Interstate Commerce Commission to
fix reasonable rates should not be hampered or curtailed in such
a way as to leave it little but an automatic rate-making machine
devoid of discretionary powers in the exercise of its judgment
as to whether proposed rates are reasonable from the stand-
point of the shippers.

I am going to put into the Recorp an extract from Labor,
the official organ of the Associated Railroad Labor Organiza-
tions, which shows the position of the unions on the question.
They take the position that as the bill now stands the Inter-
state Commerce Commission has no authority to exercise its
judgment in the matter of consldering the reasonableness of
wage scale which may be agreed upon between the railways
and the employees. They take the position that it is binding
on the commission, Gentlemen, there is no question, I think,
but that is the understanding both on the part of labor and on
the part of the railway management. Now, those of us who are
here representing the public should make it perfectly clear that
the Interstate Commerce Commission has the right to investi-
gate the reasonableness of the wage arrangement., If we do
not do this, we must expect that the wageés of employees will
be passed on to the public, whether an increase in the wage
geale is fair or not. [Applause.]

[From Labor of February 27, 1926, owned and edited by the Associated
Recoguized Standard Rallroad Labor Organlzations of the country,
and as their official Washington weekly newspaper]

WOULD LEAD TO TROUBLE

It was urged that the practical effect of such a provision would be
to require the Interstate Commerce Commission to consider the merits
of any agreement or arbitration award which might affect the operat-
ing expense of the carriers.

This would discourage the making of agreements or the entering
into arbitration, because the parties could not be assured that their
controversy would thus be finally settled.
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If the commission should undertake the dnty of reviewing agree-
ments and awards, the practical effect of a refusal by the commission
to approve of the contract entered Into would be to reopen the contro-
versy presumed to be settled.

SMALL CHANCE OF ADOPTION

Opponents of the bill may seize upon the Hoch amendment as a way
to destroy the agreement of the parties by substantially changlng it.
It is belleved, however, that they will not be able to muster any con-
siderable support for the amendment or for any other amendment
which would destroy the agreement which i{s generally recognized as the
most valuable factor in the proposed legislation,

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 16 minutes to the
gentleman from New York [Mr. JAcossTEIN].

Mr, JACOBSTEIN. Mr. Chairman, the legal aspects of this
railroad labor bill have been presented so often and so well,
and not being a lawyer myself, I shall not attempt to deal with
that phase of it. I rise merely because I feel some one ought
to speak about the bill from the angle of an industrial-rela-
tlons man. I have had several years of practical experience
in the labor field as a mediator, an arbitrator, a labor manager.
It may be interesting, if not valuable, to hear how this bill
appeals to me. I shall therefore tell you briefly what I think
of the bill in the light of my own personal experience.

In the first place, as an industrial-relations man, I find the
bill sound because it does not attempt too much. It does nol
go into too much detail. My experlence has taught me that
you must not write into a labor contract too many details.
The committee wisely rejected the kind of details that some
Members would like to write into this bill, through the amend-
ments that have been proposed.

I remember the first experience I had in collective bargain-
ing, when I helped to bring together 15000 workers in my
city of Rochester in a collective-bargaining agreement with the
clothing manufacturers. When the employers and labor rep-
resentatives got together in conference I said, * What kind of
an agreement shall we draw?” and a very wise and shrewd
and experienced labor leader, Mr. Sidney Hillman, sald tv me,
*“'Mr. JacossTEIN, put it all on one page, then put it in your
pocket, lock it up for a year, and let's go on and do business.”
I wondered what he had in mind. We did that very thing.
I found after a year of experience that he had spoken like a
wise statesman. What he meant to imply was that we should
go along and settle our own disputes in a common-sense manner
and refrain from relating our disputes to a legal contract.
Affer we had had some experience we knew the kind of a
contract that we really wanted. After our first year's experl-
ence we revised the labor contract in Rochester three times,
and now the industry has a form of agreement adapted to its
needs and based on experience. A labor contract is a matter
of growth and development. I attended the hearings of tha
committee frequently, and I found how a legal-minded geutle-
man tried to wrife into the bill this detail and that detail,
I think the committee was wise in resisting his suggestions
along this line. Bo from experience I say that the bill wisely
does not attempt to set out in too great detail what shall and
what shall not be done. g

As to the machinery, the blll follows the best principles and
accepted practice of experienced industrial relations experts.
It 1s my experience that the more responsibility and prwer
you throw the employer and the employee the more likely you
are {6 get peace in industry. The bill before us does this very
thing. It sets np machinery which throws back upon labor and
executives the business of settling their disputes. Some of you,
perhaps, do not know that this bill goes a little further in this
regard than the Newlands Act or the E 1 Act, or the
transportation aet of 1920. I think we ought to vote for the
bill with our eyes open.

It does two or three things which were never in the old
laws or in the present law, and it proceeds in a new and very
wise direction. For instance, it emphasizes the importance of
a conference between employer and employees. That was not
in the old law. It sets up adjustment boards of their own
selection to expedite the settling of unsettled disputes. Medi-
ation and arbitration machinery is provided for with a mini-
mum of outside interference. This, too, is sound. The public,
however, comes into the scene of operation at the point where
a tie-up is threatened. The public is then represented by
boards appointed by the President of the United States,

There is still another aspect of this labor adjustment bill
which I like very much. The machinery provided for wiil
have a tendency, I believe, to speed up the gettlement of
grievances, complaints, and demands. The operation of the
Railway Labor Board has caused undue delay in the settle-
ment of cases before 1f. Unsettled cases become points of
irritation between capital and labor and they should be dis-
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posed of as quickly as possible. Otherwise they set up and
ageravate ill will on both sides, Only last week, when I was
in Rochester, I heard of a case of laborers who have had a
wage grievance pending for three years. You will find in the
published hearings (p. 189) a case cited by Mr. Robertson,
president of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and
Enginemen, which has been pending before the Labor Board
sinee 1920 and is still unsettled. My experience in labor work
has taught me that it is very important and highly essential
to settle labor cases with the utmost dispatch, and this, I
t}fink, will be accomplished by the machinery set up by this
bill

It stresses the fact thaf collective bargaining is a recognized
and established fact in indusiry as never before recognized
in any law. I Hke that in the bill. With frankness the em-
ployers have said, “ We recognize that we are going to deal
with organized labor.” I want you to know also that labor
gave up something in the bill. Do you know what they gave
up? Do you know, according to this bill, that the employers
can deal with labor on their own roads and make a contract
with them? For instance, the Pennsylvania Railroad system
can do such a thing with their own employees without oppo-
sition from organized labor. This bill does not preclude the
employer from dealing with his own labor if he so desires, and
if labor so desires. That is a good point in the bill. Labor
gave something in return for the recognition that it received.
For the first time that I know of the Congress of the United
States is establishing in law the fact that organized labor shall
be collectively represented in an important labor agreement
recognized and sanctioned by an act of Congress.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, JACOBSTEIN. For a question,

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman surely has read the evidence
of Mr. Charles P. Neill, who was a United States mediator all
through the Erdman Act and in the Newlands Act.

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Yes.

Mr. BLANTON. He disagrees with this other mediator.
Does not the gentleman recognize that in the Erdman Act of
1898 it 1s provided that a majority of the employees them-
selves could plead with the employer?

Mr, JACOBSTEIN. That is true; but the langnage of the
Erdman Act fails to refer explicitly to organized labor as part
of the agreement as in this bill before us.

Mr. BLANTON. So this bill Is no new idea in that respect.

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Oh, yes; I think it is new in this regard.
I wish I had the time fo develop.this point, . I want you to
know this, and I want the people everywhere to know it. This
is a step forward. The American Government is recognizing
collective bargaining in a legal way as it has never done before.
I believe in collective bargaining, and the quicker employers
recognize it and stop fighting organized labor the quicker we
will get permanent peace in industry. I remember when this
labor leader to whom I referred above, Mr. Hillman, came fo
me when we were drawing up our contract and said:

It you want peace in Indusiry, keep the lawyers out of the settling
of disputes.

That was a new one to me, and I asked him what he meant
by that. He said that the lawyers always tried to settle things
in terms of legal technicalities, whereas disputes should be
settled by practical men of affairs, in close contact with the
situation and with an understanding of the psychology of the
parties involved in the dispute. We did keep them out in
Rochester, as they are kept out in most industries where indus-
trial-relation machinery functions successfully. This bill as 1
read it keeps out the lawyers in the adjustment of labor dis-
putes, because it throws back unpon organized labor and upon
the execntives themselves the responsibility for. eettling dis-
putes.

If this bill were proposed for an industry in which there was
no industrial-relation machinery set up, I doubt very much
whether it would work. If labor did not have as its representa-
tives men who were devoting their lives to a study of their
problem, if the executives did not have in their organizations
men who were devoting their lives to the personal-relations
problem, I guestion whether a bill of this character could suc-
ceed in its actual operation. My experience is that where
industry is organized propérly on its industrial-relations side an
agreement like this ean work. I think you will find that it is
generally agreed that before an arrangement like this can work
practically you have got to have industrial-relations machinery
established on both sides, and fortunately we have that in the
transportation industry. That is one reason why it is going to
work, if it works at all.

There is another splendid idea in this bill to which I wish to
call your attention,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

FEBRUARY 26

I remember we had a situation in Rochester where an arbi-
trator was called upon to make a general reduction of wages
for the entire clothing industry, affecting 15,000 workers. A lot
of people say that you can not reduce the wages of labor. Yes;
you can if you do it right and know how to go about it. The
arbitration machine of Rochester reduced wages of 15,000 em-
ployees, and there was no strike. Do you know what happened
after that? Yon destroyed the arbitrator. That is natural
A man who renders a decision against labor in that form loses
the good will of labor. I like those provisions in this bill which
make it possible for the President to call upon what might be
called a supermediation board, which comes into operation
whenever a specific gituation arises, and he calls npon men who
have not developed i1l will against themselves either on the
part of labor or employers, There being no feeling of hostility,
the President’s mediator or Mediation Board will enjoy the
confidence of both sides.

All through the bill you will find this sound principal is oper-
ative, not to break down and destroy the arbitration machinery
by virtue of adverse decisions which have been previously
rendered. Now that is the great trouble with the Railway
Labor Board to-day. That is the main reason why it broke
down. It is called upon to decide cases against managements
and labor so frequently that it destroys its usefulness for both
parties. That is why a change is now found necessary.

I like also this cooling-off time provided for in the bill. In
this bill you will find there is a period during which both sides
may cgol off before hostilities begin. And well do I know from
experience how important that is. You have got to give labor
a little time to cool off after they present their grievances, and
the executives too.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield right there?

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. For a question.

Mr. BLANTON. Suppose the President appoints his com-
mission? z

Mr., JACOBSTEIN. Yes. :

Mr. BLANTON. And the law says they shall not change the
status quo for——

Mr, JACOBSTEIN, BSixty days practically.

Mr. BLANTON. What is going to prevent them from doing
it? '

My, JACOBSTEIN. Nothing.

Mr., BLANTON. The gentleman is frank.

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Let us be frank. I do not want anything
written into this bill or any other bill which would give the Presi-
dent legal power to prevent men from quitting their jobs. Of
course, the greatest power in the world—the only power—is at
work all the time, public opinion. I would like to see 1,750,000
organized laborers, as there are in trausportation, go out on a
strike while the Mediation Board is investigating a situation.

Mr. BLANTON. They did in 1916,

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. If the gentleman will yield, I
simply want to say this: That it is my understanding that be-
fore a lockout or a strike during the 60-day period occurs the
courts can be called upon under the conspiracy statute?

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. I will say this, and answer that in all
frankness. Even though that is true, I doubt very much
whether in this country you can ever get a court to make a
man run a train or mine coal. I do not want, and I do not
believe any of us want, that form of compulsion which wounld
compel a man to work against his will.

Mr. MAPES. If the gentleman will permit, will not the gen-
tleman admit that this bill goes as far in a compulsory way
for this 60-day period as it is possible any law could go?

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Exactly. Of course, what the gentle-
man from Michigan says is true. That is just where the pres-
ent Labor Board established by the transportation act has
broken down. When {hat law was passed the people thought
the Labor Board might have the power to compel the observ-
ance of its decisions. The Supreme Court, however, has ruled,
in the famous Pennsylvania Railroad ¢. United State Labor
Board case (261 U. 8. 72), as follows:

The decisions of the Labor Board are not to be enforced by process.

But Title 1II was not enacted to provide a tribunal to determine
what were the legal rights and obligations of railway employers and
employees, or to enforce or protect them.

Under the act there is no congtraint upon them to do what the board
decides they should do, except the moral constraint already men-
tioned, of publication of its decislon,

I do not think we ought to go any further. Just see what
it means. It means the President of the United States shall
select an impartial commission representing the general public
to investigate and seek to bring both parties to a settlement.
I can not conceive of a strike or lockout of men in that
gituation within that 60-day period.
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Mr. BLANTON. While we do not want to compel them to
run an engine, we want it understood that when they give up
their job it is not their job any longer, and they shall not in-
terfere with somebody else's running that engine.

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. That is true. The individual has a
right to quit his job, but when he does quit it is no longer his
job.

Mr. PARKER. May I state to the gentleman that the wit-
nesses on both sides said they were satisfied that if there was
a strike or lockout within the 60 days, in their judgment,
they would be guilty of conspiracy.

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Yes; if they act collectively but not
individually. I will say this: I was present at the hearings,
and when somebody tried to put some language into the bill
on that very point which would make it more explicit that
there might be some compulsion, I noticed the committee and
the representatives of labor and railroad executives shied
away from the suggestion, and the suggested proposition of
compulsion is not in the present bill.

Mr. BLANTON. And Judge Thom stated there was no com-
pulsion in this bill

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Let me say to the gentleman from
Texas that they tried it out in Kansas. Let me ask every
Member of the House who believes in writing into the law
compulsory arbitration, the idea of compelling people to work,
let me ask him to review the experience of Kansas, and he
will have to admit that it can not work on American soil.
You remember what Lincoln said:

Thank God, there 18 one country  in the world where a man can
strike without being thrown inte jaill.

‘The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from New
York has expired.

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I yield three minutes more
to the gentleman.

‘The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman Irom New York is recog-
nized for three minutes more.

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. I think the bill is sound because it
relies on cooperation rather than compulsion. It is sound
because it recognizes that where people want to get together,
as they apparently do here, they will get together as best
they can.

1 want to say to you that there is not any labor contract
that can not be violated. Manufdeturers who do not be-
lieve in organized labor will find ways and means to violate
a contract based on collective bargaining. On the other hand,
the unions, too, can. violate a contract, and will if they do
not have the right spirit. The best part of this bill 1s not what
is in“it. The best part of this bill is what is behind it—
the right spirit. Both sides, representatives of 20 railroad
labor organizations and the executives controlling 85 per cent
of railroad mileage, came forward voluntarily, and they ex-
pressed the eonviction that they have found a way of getting
together to assure continuous, uninterrupted service onm our
railroads. They-stated in the presence of the committee and
of the American people that they wanted peace in that in-
dustry. That is the best feature in the bill. [Applause.]

Now, I want to say this in conclusion: There are some
folks in the country who are worried about bolshevism and
radicalism. I want to leave this thought with you: There are
two millions of organized workers in the United States engaged
in transportation, with six or eight million others dependent
on them; give them a square deal; treat these men in blue
overalls with respect, and you need not worry about the black
shirts of Italy or the red shirt of Russia ever gaining a foot-
hold on the railroads of these United States. [Applause.]

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. DENisox] 25 minutes,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois Is recog-
nized for 25 minutes.

Mr. DENISON, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com-
mittee, I am laboring under this difficulty, which I am sure
the committee can understand, in attempting to speak on this
bill after it has been under discussion for more than a day,
that I must try to avoid repeating what has already been said,
and thereby taxing the patience of the committee. I had
some remarks prepared that I hoped to offer, but I find that
what I had prepared has largely been presented by other
speakers, and I shall not therefore repeat it. But a few of
the more important features of the bill have impressed them-
selves upon my mind sufficiently to justify me in asking the
attention of the committee for just a few moments. 1 shall
try to get through in the time allotted to me, and I hope I
may not be interrupted by questions.
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I have given a great deal of thought and study to the sub-
ject of the settlement of disputes between the railroads and
their employees. It is a question of far-reaching importance.

Class I railroads, which are those that have an annual reve-
nue in excess of $1,000,000, employed last year 1,765,170 em-
ployees, which represents from 93 per cent to 95 per cent of
the total number of railroad employees in the United States.
The compensation paid by the railroads to these employees
was $2,866,673,060. These rallroads operated last year a total
of 236,644 miles, and the total invested capital in the year
1924, as represented by the ecapital stock and funded debt,
amounted to $21,744,682,277. The book value of the physical
properties of all the railroads in the United States during the
year 1924 amounted to $22,173,482,789, and these rallroads had
in the year 1924 total tax accruals, local and Federal, amount-
Ing to $342,459,508. Sy

We have the greatest and the most efficient rallroad system .
in the entire world, The capital stock and the bonds of these:
great propertles are owned by thousands upon thousands of
individual men and women all over the couniry and by the sav-
ings banks, trust companies, commercial banks, and the great
insurance companies, upon whose soundness and security the
happiness and the fortunes of millions of our citizens depend.
In addition to the almost 2,000,000 men directly employed on the
railroads there are millions of others employed in industries
that are directly allied with or dependent upon the continued
operation of the railroads, and upon all these there are millions
of others belonging to their families who are directly dependent.

So the importance of any proposed plan which will promise a
peaceful and harmonious adjustment of disputes and differences
between the railroads and their employees and which will
promise uninterrupted transportation service becomes at once
apparent and ought to receive our hearty approval. -

I have for years belleved that the best method for settling
disputes as to wages and working conditions between the rall-
roads and their employees was by some plan of mutual confer-
ences, conciliation, and arbitration agreed upon by the parties.
The question of wages and working conditions for human labor,
upon which the happiness of millions of men and women depend,
is se far-reaching and se fundamental that no plan for the ad-
Justment of such questions which either side may attempt to
impose upon the other against its consent will ever prove suc-
cessful. There must be mutual cooperation between the rail-
roads and their employees or there will never be peace and
uninterrupted commerce, and neither side, through the aid of
legislation, can impose its will upon the ether side and thereby
hope to secure a successful solution of thl.s problem and an
uninterrupted transportation service. '

The provisions of the present transportation act under which
the Railroad Labor Board was created did not have the ap-
proval either of the railroads or of their employees and its
enactment into law did not settle the question. satisfaetorily
and never will,

When the labor provisions of the transportation aet were
under consideration in the House in November, 1919, I made
this statement:

1 think Congress will have done its duty to the country if we provide
tribunals that are absolutely fair and Impartial before whom they can
take their disputes, man to man, on an equal footing, discuss them,
and settle them.

And again during the discussion of the transportation act
in 1919, I made this statement on the floor of this Chamber :

I think all labor disputes ought to be settled by agreement hetween
the employers and their employees. It can never be to the benefit of
laboring men to settle such matters by legislation. If they can not
or will not be settled In that manner, then leglslation may become
necessary, I hope the necessity for it may not thereafter arise,

And finally when the conference report on the Esch-Cummins
bill was under consideration in the House on February 21,
1920, and the provisions for the Railroad Labor Board was
under discussion, I made this statement:

The amount of wages that ‘men should receive for their services ought
to be determined in all cases by agreement between the employers and
their employees, Wagea should be determined by economic and indus-
trial amd social eonditions, This can only be done by agreement be-
tween employers and employees. When wages are determined by the
legislatures or by the Congress, they will be determined by political
conditions and considerations. It Is a dangerous policy both for the
Government and for the employees. * * * Right here I want to
pause to gay that, in my judgment, this plan here proposed for the ad-
Justment of wage disputes is not workable. I do not think this so-
called Labor Board will have very much to do. When a great wage
question is to be adjusted, I think that the men will themselves try to
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adjust it by agreement with their employers, and If they can not do so,
they will not submit it to this board. Then what will be the result?
The resnlt will be that possibly a great nation-wide strike will be
threatened, and then the guestion wiil come right back to the President
and to Congress—

And so forth.

When the rule to discharge the committee from the consid-
eration of the Barkley bill was under discussion in the House
on May 2, 1924, I made the following statement in addressing
the House:

My study of this question has convinced me that the most effective
and most satisfactory method of adjusting differences and settling dis-
potes with reference to grievances and wages and working conditions,
is to allow representatives of the men themselves and of the companies
to get together and without obstruction or interference by outside
parties counsel and consider angd resolve their differences among them-
selves, and 1 have favored any legislation that would authorize and
legalize some such method of disposing of disputes by the railroads and
their employees,

The bill now under consideration presents such a method.
The railroads and their employees have reached this agree-
ment as to the method of settling their disputes, and they
ask us to give that agreement the force and effect of law.

It is not a penal statute. If is remedial. It does not im-
pose any criminal penalties. It provides a remedy for seri-
ous industrial situations that may threaten the welfare of
the Nation. It proposes a peaceful settlement of disputes in
the most important industry in our country. The plan pro-
posed rests primarily upon mutual conferences between the
railroads and their employees, upon conciliation by representa-
tives of the publie, upon arbitration, and finally upon investiga-
tion by a public tribunal appointed by the President and the
force of public sentiment that may be brought to bear where
the parties have been unable to adjust their differences either
by conferences or by conciliation or by arbitration.

The three most important and fundamental principles in-
volved in the bill are:

“First. It represents a complete agreement between the em-
ployers and their employees.

Second. The interests of the public are fully recognized and
the public is given an important part in the machinery that
is provided for the settlement of these disputes.

And third. There are by the provisions of this bill certain
legal obligations imposed upon the parties which will have a
strong deterring effect in preventing interruptions of commerce.

There have been statements made by several Members dur-
ing this debate which I think have been been misleading. For
instance, my friend from Texas [Mr, Brack], in one of the
earlier speeches, and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Brax-
Tox], and perhaps others, have stated that these parties came
to Congress and sald, *“ We want you to pass this bill without
dotting an “i* or crossing a “t” Of course, that is a hack-
neyed expression which we all understand here; but the people
reading the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD may misunderstand it
At least it is not a true representation of the situation. They
have not asked anything of that kind. Why, gentlemen, this
bill was rewritten in many respects. Our committee gave the
bill very careful consideration, every paragraph of it, and the
chairman filed an amended bill, and the bill that we are now
considering is a new bill,

But we did not amend it in any of the essential features of
the agreement that had been made by the employees of the
railroads and the railroad companies. So that brings me to
this question of the agreement, and I was very glad to hear
the gentleman from New York [Mr. JACOBSTEIN] state"what he
did a moment ago. The gentleman from New York under-
stands the delicate situation that is presented to us by this bill,
The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Winriamsox], who
spoke just before him, does not understand it.

Now, let me explain what I mean. The railroad executives
and the railroad employees did not come to Congress for this
legislation until they were asked to do so. Here is the situa-
tion; The people generally, the railrdad employees certainly,
and the railroad executives in the main were dissatisfied with
the Railway Labor Board provision of the present interstate
commerce act. Nobody was satisfied with it. It was mnot
working satisfactorily, and last year bills were introduced in
the House and the Senate to abolish the Railway Labor Board:
this House by a substantial majority voted in favor of dis-
charging our committee and taking up that bill for considera-
tion, and the Senate committee, after hearings, made a favor-
able report of a similar bill to the Senate.

Now, with both branches of the Congress in favor, appar-
ently, of some legislation to abolish the Railway Labor Board,
what did the President do? The President, in his message to
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Congress, stated that the present Railway Labor Board was
not satisfactory, and he urged upon the railroad employees and
the railroad companies to reach an agreement on some plan fo
provide a more satisfactory method of settling their differences.

The President invited them to do that. Now, they, in good
faith, in view of the apparent views of Congress and in re-
spouse to the invitation of the President, got together in con-
ferences and finally, after months of conferences, extending
over as much as a year, I think, compromised their different
and diverging views and reached an agreement on what they
would be willing to have enacted into law; they have brought
that agreement to Congress in the form of a bill, and they
have said fo us at the hearings, that they would like to have
us put it into appropriate legislative form, but not to change
the substance of the agreement they have reached after so
much effort, They ask us to give this agreed plan for a
peaceful settlement of their disputes the force of law.

I think we ought to deal with the situation in good faith,
as they have dealt with it in good faith, and I do not think
the Congress ought to change the contract or agreement that
these two great interests have reached, In other words, you
must understand that the representatives of the railroads
and the representatives of the men working on the railroads
considered very carefully every essential provision in this bill.
They were not entirely satisfactory to either of them, but they
finally agreed upon them. If they had not reached an agree-
ment this bill would not have been here. If they had not been
able to agree on these essential provisions the bill would not
be before you; at least not this bill. I say it is our duty to
study it carefully and either accept it or reject it. It is an
agreement, and when the parties are invited to agree and we
are asked to put that agreement into law, we either ought to
accept it or reject it, and we ought not to try to change their
agreement by injecting into it any provisions yvhich they would
not accept.

This is an agreed bill. Jt is a matter of vital importance to
both of the parties. We do not have to take it. We are free
agents. Instead of butchering the bill and changing their
agreement and trying to force something on them they did not
agree to, let us either accept it or reject it.

Mr. SPROUL of Kansas, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DENISON. I am sorry I can not yield. If I get through
in time, I will be glad to answer any questions,

That is the situation, and instead of frying to amend the
bill and to put into it something we want them to agree to, let
us not do that. Let us reject the bill if we do not approve it.
We would still have the same law that we have now. I think
that is our duty.

Mr. MICHENER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DENIBON. I have just declined to yield.

Mr. MICHENER. Do yon think that principle ought to be
carried all the way through in our actions in Congress?

Mr. DENISON. I am talking now about the bill before us.
I say this bill presents a peculiar sitnation. These interests
were invited by our President to reach an agreement on a plan
for peaceably settling their disputes, and they have done so.

Mr. MICHENER. Well, assuming we do not agree with their
agreement——

Mr. DENISON, All right; we should reject it, ought we not?
Is not that fair and honest?

Mr. MICHENER. No.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Are we not here to legislate?

Mr. DENISON. We have the right to legislate, eertainly. but
we (o not have the right to make an agreement for them. That
is the point. If we do mnot like this bill which represents
their agreement, why not reject it, and let the committee con-
sider other legislation, if any is proposed, and report something
different.

Alr. MICHENER. Then would it not be easier to have a
committee on agreements, and whenever there is such an agree-
ment reached just ratify it?

Mr. DENISON. The gentleman from Michigan, I am sure,
knows the situation I am trying to make plain. The railroads
and their employees were invifed by the President to reach an
agreement. They have compromised their differences and have
presented their agreement to Congress, and we are asked to
examine it and either approve it or reject it. I think in good
faith we ought to deal with it just as they have dealt with us.
So much for the agreement.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DENISON. I have asked not to be interrupted.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. I am afraid there is an element with
respect to the agreement the gentleman has overlooked. Tho
President’s statement contained the words, * if the parties agree
to a bill which adequately and sufficiently protect the interests
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of the public,” and that fs what the President invited them
.to do. :

Mr. DENISON. All right; if we do not think they have done
that, why not reject it?

Mr. MICHENER. Why not remedy it?

Mr. DENISON. Because we are not parties to the agree-
ment. They have made their agreement and they have asked
us to either reject it or accept it, and I think we ought to do
one or the other. I think the agreement is all right, and I
think the Cougress ought to accept it and fry it, becaunse we
have back of it the moral force of an agreement beween the
parties. Now, so much for the agreement. I do not care to
continue further on that subject.

I shall now discuss the so-called public interest. Much has
been said about the interest of the public. Let me tell you
something about what is represented in this agreement.

There are 1,765,170 employees on the class 1 railroads in the
United States. That means, I believe, all railroads that have
an annual income of $1,000,000 or more. There are about
2,000,000 men employed on all the railroads of the country,
including the short-line railroads.

As the last speaker, Mr. JAcoBsTEIN, just stated, they repre-
sent, including their families, some eight or ten million Ameri-
can citizens who are directly and vitally interested on one side
of this question. If you take the allied industries that are
absolutely dependent upon continuous operation of the rail-
roads for their operation, it would amount to many million
more. All these are a fairly large part of the public. But
what have we on the other side?

There is invested in capital stock and funded debt of the
railroads of this country $21,744,683,000. I have heard it stated
that there are at least 10,000,600 people directly or indirectly
interested in the securities of the railroads. The securities of
the railroads belong to the banks, especially the savings banks
and trust companies, to the great insurance companies, in
which we are all more or less interested, and to thousands and
thousands of individual men and women scattered throughout
the country. These people represent also a fairly good part of
the public in this country, and they are all back of the execu-
;h-;es who participated in this agreement and want this legis-
ation.

Therefore, if you take the two parties to this agreement and
the people they represent, I think you have a respectable part
of the so-called public of the United States, and they are all
interested in this bill

This bill goes further than any legislation we have ever pre-
viously passed, so far as protecting the public interest is con-
cerned. We have not only the emergency board, which is
called upon when there is an interruption of commerce threat-
ened, but we have provisions in the bill for representation of
the public on the boards of arbitrators in case the arbitrators
chosen by the parties can not agrelfa1| and they generally do not
agree. YWe have the Board of Mediation, which is always
rendy, a permanent agency of the public, to intercede in all
differences, and try to induce fhe partles to reach an agreement,

I think the bill fairly takes care of the interests of the
public. I now want to discuss just a moment one subject that
has been dlscussed by two or three other Members, namely,

certain objectlons to the provisions defining the powers of the |

emergency board to be appointed by the President. Neither
the Erdman Act nor the Newlands Act provided for a public
tribunal that could make an investigation of the facts con-
nected with a dispute before the dispute had reached a danger-
ous crisis and bring to bear upon the parties the full force
of public opinion for preventing interruptions to interstate
commerce,

I have understood that some amendment is going to be
offered to that section of the bill. Some Members seem to be
afraid that the emergency board will not be given sufficient
power. The committee that considered the bill considered that
question very carefully. It is objected that they are not given
the power to subpena wiinesses and compel the attendance
of witnesses and the production of books and papers. Most
of the committee took the view that we do not have any con-
stitutional right to confer that power on an investigating board
of this kind. It is, of course, a matter about which good
lawyers entertain a difference of opinion. My own view is that
Congress can not give a purely investigating board of that
kind the power to subpeena witnesses and compel the produe-
tion of private papers. I base that on some decisions of the
courts, but even if we had the power to do so, the parties who
prepared this agreement objeet to it. They would not agree
to it, and if they had suppesed that such a provision had to
go into the bill, they would not have brought the agreement
here. But, as I say, I do not think we have the constitutional
power to do so anyway.
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Mr, BANKHEAD. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. DENISON, Yes.

Mr. BANKHEAD. My recollection is that the Coal Commis-
sion that was authorized and appointed a few years ago had
very broad powers right along that line.

Mr, DENISON. I do not think they did.

Mr. BANKHEAD. They compelled the production of private
papers and pay rolls and private information.

Mr. DENISON. I do not remember particularly about that.

Mr, NEWTON of Minnesota. If was intended that the Coal
Commission’s deliberations would extend over a considerable
period of time, but here the element of time is very limited.

Mr. DENISON. I do not remember the provisions with ref-
erence fo the Coal Commission, but nevertheless I do not think
Congress could constitutionally confer such powers on a com-
mission of that kind. Now, I want to read from the decision of
the court in the Thirty-second Federal Reporter, page 250, in a
case In re Pacifie Rallway Commission. The Pacific Railway
Commigsion was created by Congress to make a general in-
vestigation of the affairs of the Pacific Railway Co. and report
to Congress. The court said:

But in its inquiries it is controlled by the same guards against the
invasion of private rights which limit the investigations of private
parties into similar matters. '

In the pursuit of knowledge it can not compel the production of the
private books and papers of the citizen for its Inspection, except in the
progress of judiclal proceedings or In sults Instituted for that purpose,
and in both cases only upon averments that its rights are in some way
dependent for enforcement upon the evidence those books and papers
contain, ]

Of all the rights of the citizen few are of greater importance or more
essential to his peace and happiness than the right of personal security,
and that involves not merely protection of his person from assault, but
exemption of his private affairs, books, and papers from the inspection
and scrutiny of others. Without the enjoyment of this right all other
rights would lose half thelr value. The law provides for the com-
pulsory production In the progress of judleial proceedings, or by direct
suit for that purpose, of such documents as affect the interest of others,
and also, in certain eases, for the seizure of ecriminating papers neces-
sary for the prosecution of offenders against publie justice, and only in
one of these ways can they be obtalned and their contents made known
against the will of the owners.

The language thus used had reference, it is true, to the compulsory
production of papers as a foundation for criminal proceedings, but it
is applicable to any such production of the private books and papers
of a party otherwise than in the course of judicial proceedings, or a
direct suit for that purpose. It is the foreible Intrusion into, and
compulsory exposure of, one's private affairs and papers, without
judicial process, or in the course of judicial proceedings, which is con-
trary to the principles of a free government, and is abhorrent to the
instincts of Englishmen and Americans.

I give you that decision to show you the line of thought that
was presenfed to the committee during the hearings when we
were considering the powers to be given fo the emergency
boards.

Now here is the case of Harriman ». The Interstate Com-
merce Commission (211 U. 8. 419), in which the court says:

In other words, the power to require testimony Is Hmited as it
usually is in English-speaking countries at least to the only cases
where the secrifice of privacy is necessary—those where the investiga-
tions concern a specific breach of the law,

Unless it is some sort of a judicial investigation, an in-
vestigation in which it is alleged that certain wrongs have been
committed or certain legal rights have been denied, we have
not the constitutional power to confer upon the investigating
board a right to subpena witnesses and compel the production
of private books and papers. That was the view of most of
the members of the committee in reference to our constitutionnl
rights. It is the view of most lawyers, and there is no decision
of the United States Supreme Court to the contrary that I
have found.

The emergency board, appointed by the President, will have
no judicial function to perform. They will merely make in-
vestigations of controversies in which no legal rights have
been denied nor any legal wrongs committed. Even if we had
the constifutional right, I do not think it would be wise to
confer unusual inguisitorial powers upon such an investigating
board as is here created. In my judgment we have gone as far
as we can and as far as we ought to go in conferring investigat-
ing powers on this board.

The parties to this agreement say that If we go that far the
board will get all the necessury facts and can give full pub-
licity to the contentions of the parties and that will bring the
pressure of public opinion to bear upon the parties. Now I do
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not care to discuss that subject further. I hope the House
will not agree to any amendment to section 10 of the bill.

I want to say a few words about the Hoch amendment.

I am not in entire accord with some members of my com-
mittee with reference to the force and effect of the proposed
Hoch amendment. I think it would be a mistake to put it in
the bill. I do not think it has been carefully thought out. My
friend from Kansas means to be right; his purpose is commend-
able; but his amendment has not been carefully considered in
connection with other provisions of the interstate commerce
act, and it ought not to be adopted. An amendment could be
formulated that would accomplish the purpose, but——

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Will the gentleman give us the benefit
of hiy view on that?

Mr, DENISON. I am going to do that.

Mr. CIIINDBLOM. Just what kind of a provision would be
acceptable?

Mr. DENISON. Yes; I am coming to that. The proposed
Hoch amendment is as follows, to follow at the end of line 20
on page 24:

Provided, That nothing herein shall be construed to preclude the
Interstate Commerce Commission from considerlng the merlts of any
such arbitration award when determining frelght or passenger rates or
other charges.

That inferentially says that the commission shall have the
right to investigate the merits of arbitration awards and wage
agreements.

Mr. BURTNESS., But is there not a gualification as to
when that investigation may be made? Why not emphasize
the words—

when determining freight or passenger rates or other charges—

Just as much as the word—
merits.

Mr. DENISON. That is not material to the point that I am
irying to make. I make the point that this inferentially gives
the commission the power to investigate the merits of arbitra-
tion awards when they are considering applications for in-
creases in freight or passenger rates. I contend that the Intfer-
state Commerce Commission has no right now, under existing
law, to go into the merits of such questions, and we do not want
it to have the right to go into the merits of such questions,
This amendment, if adopted, would inferentlally give the com-
mission that right. In other words, we would be glving the
Interstate Commerce Commission a power which it does not
NOW DOSSess, :

Mr. HOCH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DENISON. Yes; certainly.

Mr. HOCH. The gentleman does not agree with the inter.
pretation of those who say that this amendment is not neces-
gary because clearly under the language now used the com-
mission would not be precluded from that inquiry? The gen-
tleman disagrees entirely with the position of those who have
opposed this amendment throughout this debate upon the
ground that the language already used in the bill does not
preclude the commission from making the inquiry? The gentle-
man holds that they are precluded?

Mr. DENISON. My position is this: The commission has
the right to consider the honesty and the economy of manage-
ment of the railroads in any applications for increases of rates
and charges; but that does not mean that they have a right to
go into the merits of wage agreements and arbitrations that
have been concluded between the railroads and their employees.
They can only inquire whether the management has been
honest and economical.

Mr. HOCH. How are they going to determine it?

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois
has expired.

Mr, DENISON. I am sorry the time has expired. I shall
try to get more time when we reach the Hoch amendment
under the five-minute rule, and I will offer a substitute that
will, I think, accomplish ifs purpose and will not do more than
is intended to be done.

Mr. Chairman, this bill means so much to our railroad em-
ployees and those they represent, and to the railroad companies
and those they represent, and, as I believe, to the entire
country, I hope it may be passed without any substantial
amendments.

Mr. BARKLEY, Mr. Chalrman, I yield 20 minutes to the
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Hawes].

Mr. HAWES. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the House
should have the benefit of the history back of the introduc-
tion of the Watson-Parker bill. Gentlemen are all familiar
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with the discussions on the floor of this House during the
last session in relation to the Howell-Barkley bill. After that -
tense situation had subsided the President of the United States
in two messages called the attention of the Congress to the
necessity of passing needed legislation, and in response to that
request the representatives of $20,000,000,000 invested in rail-
road properties during the last 75 years met in conference with
the representatives of 2,000,000 railroad employees.

The investment of the $20,000,000,000, to which I have re-
ferred, has passed out of the hands of the old-time railroad
kings and is now largely in the hands of the investing publie,
placed as security in life insurance companies and in the
estates of widows and orphans. The management of these
$20,000,000,000 has passed into the hands of experienced men,

‘men who rose from the bottom of the ladder to the top; men

who will protect that property against any unjust assault,
against any extravagance, and against any unjust demands on
the part of union labor., Thus was one of the parties to the
agreement called to conference by the President.

Then we have the other party, the representatives of the
2,000,000 men, who are now demanding the best that they can
get in conditions and the best that they can get in pay; things
they will demand to-day, to-morrow, and always,

The public was notified that these negotiatlons were going
on. It was stated in the press, day after day, that employers
and the unions were reaching an agreement. Finally a bill
embodying their agreements was introduced, and the matter
came before our Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce. That committee 1s composed of 23 men, men coming
from every portion of the United States. There are men from
the Atlantic seacoast and from the Pacific seacoast, from the
Gulf and from the Great Lakes region, It is a representative
committee of every section of the United States. For 10 days
that committee considered this bill, thoughtfully and care-
fully. The committee weighed every line of the bill; each
word was analyzed. It was a long and tedious task. Before
that committee there appeared the able general counsel of the
railroad executives, and he stated with great frankness that
when the matter was submitted to the railroad managements,
on the basis of mileage, the vote was 198 to 48, and on the
basis of percentage the vote was 80 per cent for and 20 per
cent against. He said that the railroad managements wanted
this bill to pass, speaking for 80 per cent of the first-class
roads of the country. Then there came a Mr. Cain, represent-
ing the three hundred and more short lines of the country.

Then there came before us the able general counsel of the
m&%‘o men employed on these road systems, and he indorsed

So that there was unity on both sides, and back of this unity
was the express desire of the President of the United States
for legislation of this character.

Unless I am mistaken, after this 10-day hearing 22 mem-
bers of our committee are united and in full agreement upon
this bill in its general provisions.- Ounly one member of the
23 seems to be in disagreement with the principle of the bill.

Let us be perfectly frank about if. There are no teeth in
the bill. It is not a bill with compulsion back of it. It is
a bill proposing that the meeting of the minds of the man-
agers of $20,000,000,000 and the 2,000,000 employees shall be
written Into law, with the last word to be spoken by the
President of the United States through an emergency board
to be called into being when agreement fails,

From the start it was clearly stated that the smallest pos-
sible unit of railroad capltal could under the terms of the
bill treat with the smallest possible unit of union labor; and
I shall insert into the Recorp some questions of mine directed
to Mr., Thom, counsel for the roads, on the one side, and to
Mr. Richberg, counsel for the employees, on the other, out-
lining and defining the statement that I have just made.

Questioning Mr, Richberg:

Mr. Hawes. Mr. Richberg, sometimes questions will be propounded
to you that seem immaterial; but our work in Congress is largely
done by committees, and we must carry back with this bill a correct
story to the House,

I understand from your very lucid explanation of the whole bill
that in the last analysis representatives of approximat&]y £20,000,-
000,000 in capital have agreed with the representatives of approxi-
mately 2,000,000 employees, and the only question of jurisdietion as to
the scope of these decislons has been eliminated by the proviso which
has Dbeen agreed upon to withdraw jurisdictions over street rallroads,

Mr. RicHBERG. That is correct.

Mr, Hawes. And the fundamental basle thought back of this whole
bill seems to be voluntary action all along the line, a meeting of
minds through the logical process of medintion, concillation, and
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then finally arbitration, It is a bill which is not intended to use
force, excepting the last clause, when it reaches the President.

In the matter of salaries, Congress has a habit of viewlng things
with a suspicious eye, and paying more salary to one man than is
pald another, and 1 know we will have some discussion about that.
Your thought, I take it, is that the $12,000 salary will give the
President greater latitude, and in that way a large number of men
to select from, and produce more etficlent and competent men for this
service. It is not entirely the amount of money that is paid, but
it 18 the greater latitude in selecting the right kind of minds, 1Is
that your idea?

Mr. RicapeErG. That is our thought; yes.

Mr. Hawes. Now, as to the civil service, you will be confronted
by that?

Mr, RicuBerg. No, sir,

Mr. Hawes. The whole thought back of this is medintion—I mean
men of a capacity to hear both sides?

Mr. RicHBERG. Yes, sir,

Mr. HAwES. And there is no way of picking out that kind of men
from the civil-service list?

Mr. RicHBERG. Of course, as to the persons who will be subject to
civil service, it would be only the employees; but I think your stating
that is sympathetic with what I have stated before, that the employees
themselves should be those of a similar spirit with the mediators—
with the Government mediators—in other words, they should be able
to work with them In a consistent frame of mind.

The CHAIRMAN, In other words, Mr. Richberg, they are in a con-
fidential capacity?

Mr. RicHBERG, They are in a confidential capacity, and it is highly
important that they shonld be so regarded. 1 might state right there,
just to make that point possibly clear, I have had & good many stories
told me of previous mediations. There are many, many cases where
the mediators had locked in their breasts secrets that they could not
possibly divulge to the other side, when they knew how far one party
would go and how far the other party would go, and were trying to get
them together, until finally they had gotten them to the line where they
could say, * You have agreed to this, and the other fellows have agreed
to this, Now, sign,"” and they could not possibly at any time let either
party know how close they were together. Where a man is doing
work of that character he has got to rely on the men he is working
with. His secretary, his stenographer, anybody who is working for
him, has got to be a man that he has absolute, complete confidence in,
and to get that it is very helpful to have a man selected by himself
and subject to him,

Mr. HAwEs. So this is a process, after all, of one step after another,
with the thought of conciliation in it all the way through, up to the
breaking point, which we will get to in a few minutes, and naturally
in selecting men of that capacity they should not be limited to any
list, but only fo the judgment of the persom making the selection.

I was interested in some questions propounded awhile ago about
how this would acinally work, There are larger groups of unions,
there are larger consolidations of railroads, and those consolidations
are Increasing on the railroad side, and I assume that they are in-
creasing on the union side. As I understand it, a request for mediation
could come from the railroads, any railroad, or any group of rallroads?

Mr. RicaeERG. Yes, sir. !

Mr, Hawgs. Or it could come from any group of employees or from
any consolidated gronp of employees?

Mr. Ricuserc. That is correct.

Mr. HAwges, So that it is a broad, wide method of a meeting of
minds from a very small group on either side to the very largest group
on either side?

Mr. RicHBERG, Yes, sir.

Mr. Hawes, I wanted to be rather careful about that. The National
Labor Board as now constituted, as I understand it, have tried to give
decisions of nation-wide application, and we know that it is not always
possible to go into these local conditions, where local habits and local
environment inflnence all the way along, so it is your thought that
these decisions will come from local centers as well as the great
national centers?

Mr. RicHpeRG. The one great value of the bill, Mr. HAwES, is the
fact that instead of bringing the parties into a central location and
before the Labor Board, the board of mediators or the mediator goes
out into the locality and settles that question there. It is not brought
into & natlonal field. It i{s not a national problem. It is the con-
certed movement in a region, and they go out into that region. They
are not always bringing controversies to a focus in one central spot,
and therefore and thereby, if there iz any germ of trouble in them,
gpreading it.

Mr. Hawes, That is the trouble with the Interstate Commerce Com-
misslon now; the commission doeg not have the loeal contact. Your
idea is that this board would bring closer local contact than dld the
old labor board?

Mr. Rrcaserc. I think it will make local adjustments more easy
where that is the natural method of adjustment.
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Mr. Hawes, An Interesting question was propounded by Mr. DExI-
80X regarding the control by this board of a railroad in the hands of
a receiver, T understand the receiver would appoint the administra-
tive officers of the road; the jurisdiction would then cease and thesa
administrative officers of the road would come under the provision of
the act, just the same as would the administrators of any business in
the hands of receivers.

Mr. RicHeENG. I think it is the ordinary procedure in a. receivership
that the persennel of the road remains practically unchanged, the
receiver simply becoming a sort of supreme board of directors, if you
want to call it that, or executive committee, acting at the direction of
the court. The personnel of the road itself, the managerial foree,
remaing usually precisely as it was before, and it would simply im-
pose on the road, whether the final authority were in the receivers or
the court, the same duties as though the final authority were In the
board of directors.

Mr. Hawes, And the authority which would select the representa-
tives by either side would come from the supreme power, wherever it
was lodged in the group of roads or the single road or the local union
or the national, and both sides wounld exercise the same prerogatives
working out through their own machinery?

Mr. RicHBERG. Yes, sir.

Mr, Hawes. Now, naturally that machinery would be determined by
both sides, and any dispute as to what machinery should be employed
would be a matter for the board of mediation to determine?

Mr. Ricapera. Yes, sir.

Mr., Hawes. 8o the whole process is simply one of mutual agree-
ment up to this last paragraph on page 25.

Now, the United States Government having taken charge of the
rallroads to a certain extent, regulating everything they do from the
president’'s office down to the brakeman, also eurtailing the amount of
their earning power, desiring the trains to move, has created a Board
of Mediation which the Government pays for, and this Board of Media-
tion works between the two parties to a point where mediation fails.
Are these hearings public or private?

Mr, Ricuserc. Well, In all respects that I can see, they should be
regarded as private hearings. They are not private in this sense,
that of course if mediation is ealled for in a situation that is of publie
interest, the public will know that the mediators are operating in the
gituation, but there will not be public hearings in the sense that the
mediators will not sit behind the table and call witnesses and have
the general public present to hear the presentation. In other words,
they are trying to settle a controversy, not to make it worse,

Mr. Hawes. The poliey, then, of all these mediations would be group
conferences up to the point of disagreement, and then, and mot until
that time, does the public have any interest in them?

Mr, Ricuanerg. When the parties have refused to arbitrate—of course,
if the mediators bring them to arbitration, that settles the controversy,
but if the mediators are not able to Induce them to arbitrate, then
you have a situation in which there may be a complete interruption
of trafic as the result of a disagreement that is not settled by the
machinery provided.

Mr. Hawes. So this whole machinery is to provide a forum by the
United States Government where 2,000,000 men and $20,000,000,000
capital can sit down and talk over their differences and adjust them
among themselves without public interference, to the polnt where that
disagreement brings a condition which would interrupt transportation,
and then comes the provision for the President to act?

Mr. Ricaperg. Of course, prior to that—you recognize the opera-
tions of the Board of Mediation are themselves a publie Interference, only
it i not done with a brass band or published in the papers. This is
the operation of representatives of the publie, speaking only from the
public point of view and not giving a hang for the coniroversies of the
respective parties, except as they can be adjusted.

Mr. Hawes. Now, after we have gone through these various processes
of discussion and coneiliation and compromise, then there is a method
by which, on report of the Board of Mediation, the President may act,
and then he selects a pew group, an entirely new group, of men to
represent him and to act for him and to act for the United States?

Mr. RicHpERG. Yes,

Mr. Hawgs. Leaving in that special group selected by him the
powers of recommendation ?

Mr. RicHBERG. Yes, sir.

Mr. HAwes. Now, the question was asked, What is the binding force?
One binding force Is publicity, public knowledge of the facts. One
other element I would think would be a contractual relation. Another
element distinctly 1s the violation of any criminal statute, violence,
conspiracy, ete, which I understand remain just the same and are
not changed by the provisions of the bill

Mr. RicanerG. They remain unchanged.

Mr. Hawes. Do I understand this bill, Mr. Richberg, from my state-
ment of it?

Mr. RicaBera. I think you understand it thoroughly.

Mr. Hawns, I want to be clear, because we will have some discus-
slon of it.
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Questioning Mr. Thom:

Mr. HAWES. Mr, Thom, one of the very pleasant things about this
whole matter has been the meeting of the minds of both parties. Yes-
terday 1 asked Mr, Richberg to give me his views of certain important
portions of this bill, which he did with great frankness. In fact, this
whole hearing has been marked by unusual frankness,

Now, In the matter of representation I learned from him that what
might be called concliiation, prior to mediation, could be carried on by
a great national group—by a conselidation of railreads, by a single
railroad, by a short-line railroad—meeting with groups of employees of
any sort. In other words, Instead of a great national decision, it might
be purely a loeal decision rendered by the Board of Mediation:

Mr. THOM. Not by the Board of Mediation; they have nothing to do
with rendering a deeision.

Mr. Hawes, They engage in a dispute; they bring the parties to-
gether, and their function begins.

Mr. THoM. And then after they bring the parties together the result
is determined by the action of the parties. The Board of Mediation
attempts to bring them fo an agreement, first, as to the dispute itself,
and if that fails, then an agreement to arbitrate. But the Board of
Mediation does not render any decision.

Mr. Hawges. It does function, however, with the smallest possible
unit-of capital and the largest unit of capital, and with the smallest
possible unit of labor and the largest possible unit of labor ?

Mr. TrHOM. Yes, gir.

Mr. Hawss. And that may be one advantage that this law would
probably have over the old Labor Board decisions, which they tried to
make national In ecope.

Mr. Trom. Mr. Hawes, will you permit me at this point to put into
the record the exact differences between the old laws and the present
laws for the convenlence of the committee?

Mr. Hawes. 1 shall be very glad to have you do that.

Mr. THoM. Section 2 of the Newlands Act is practically the same asg
gection 2 of the Erdman Act, to the following effect :

“That whenever a controversy concerning wages, hours of labor,
or conditicns of employment shall arise between an employer or em-
ployers and employees subject to this act interrupting or threaten-
ing to interrupt the business of said employer or employers to the
serious detriment of the public interest, either party to such con-
_troversy may apply to the Board of Mediation and Conciliation ereated
by this act and invoke its services for the purpose of bringing about
an smicable adjustment of the controversy; and upon the request of
either party the sald board shall with all practicable expedition put
itself in communication with the parties to such -untroversy and
shall use Its best efforts, by mediation and conciliation, to bring
them to an agreement; and if such efforts to bring about an amicable
adjustment through mediation and conciliation shall pe unsuccessful,
the said board shall at once endeavor to induee the parties to sub-
mit their controversy to arbitration in accordance with the provisions
of this act.

“fn any case in which an interruption of traffic is imminent and
fraught with serlous detriment to the public interest the Board of
Mediation and Conclliation may, if in its judgment such action seems
desirable, proffer its services to the respective parties to the con-
troversy.”

The eondition precedent to a reguest from either party or to a
proffer of services was, under that law, that there must be a con-
dition interrupting or threatening to interrupt transportation.

Now, 1 wish to contrast that with section § of the pending bill,
which provides:

“The parties, or either party, to a dispute between an employee, or
group of employees, and a carrier may invoke the services of the
Board of Mediation created by this act, or the Board of Mediation may
proffer its services, in any of the following cases,”

And then there follows a recital of the three cases, In none of
_ which is It' a condition precedent that a conditlon interrupting or
threatening to interrupt transportation exists.

Mr. Hawes. I am assuming, Mr, Thom, that when this Board of
Mediation is appointed it will look into the intent of the law and will
conslder the hearings before this committee. Now, the question was
ssked yesterday about the jurisdictlon of .this board where a dis-
pute arose in connection with a road that was In the hands of re-
ceivers, and it was agreed that there would be no difference in the
power; that the power would be just as great; that it wonld have
no limitation by the act of a receivership; that is, that the admiuis-
trative offices of the receivership would come under the operation of
this board without any interference from the court. Is that your
interpretation?

Mr. TaoMm, Yes, May I just give, Mr. HAWES, one or two parallel
instances?

The power In Congress to regulate commerce is, of course, supreme.
When a valid law Is passed by Congress it become: binding upon
the courts. One of the things that Congress has done in regulating
commerce is to authorize its representatives, the Interstate Commerce

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

FEBRUARY 26

Commigsion, to fix rates. Now, when those rates are fixed by the
Interstate Commerce Commission on a road that afterwards goes
into the hands of receivers, it is not in the power of the eourt to
(isregard those rates In operating the road. The game principle
applies with reference to certain s=afety devices to be uged in the
operation of the roads. The regulation of commerce, If validly exer-
clsed by Congress, s the law as to the courts operating a receiver-
ship just as much as it is to a carrier that has been fortunate enough
not to get into a recelvership.

Mr, Hawps. Well, Mr. Thom, the theory of this law is that there
is no compulsion In it any place, until the point has been reached
where the Board of Mediation and the representatives of the two
parties fail to agree; then it passes into the hands of the President,
and from that momert it is his agency.

Mr, TroM. That is so. That s not the first time the obligations
come in under the bill—

Mr. Hawes. No.

Mr, TaOM. But the first time that there is a declded pressure
upon the parties,

Mr. Hawes. Yes. And prior to that time there is the obligation

Mr. TaoM, Except this—not as qualifying what you say, but
qualifying what I have sald, there is outside pressure upon the
parties, from the Mediatlon Board. But you are right in saying
that that is the first time that force comes ia under the whole bill.

Mr. Hawes. Prior to that time we have the binding power of
econtract on the one side and criminal statutes on the other for the
enforcement of law. The machinery of the courts and the law now
upon the statute books operate to their fullest extent up to that
point, Then the force of the Federal Government is brought in in
the extraordinary emergency. -

Mr. THOM. There is a conflict of public opinion upon the merits
of the guestion.

Mr. Hiwes. Now, in the matter of publicity, I assume, naturally,
that 95 per cent or maybe a greater per cent than that of all these
disputes would be settled by the employers and employees without
the Board of Medlation coming in at all, but when it does come in
thelr findings are publie property; they are open to the inspection
of the press at any time. Then publicity does come in; there is no
Hmit to it then. Approximately how much time has been consumed
in the preparation of this bill? I mean, how many days or how
many months?

Mr., THoM. I think that the parties got together for the purpose
of effective negotiation in August, and it went on through a serles
of meetings, which Mr. Lee and Mr. Walber can describe to you
and the dates of which I am not familiar with, until it came to uns
on December 21 for action by the member roads. Previous to that
time It had been several times up before the executive committees
in varlous shapes.

Mr. Hawes. Then this bill is the outcome of approximately five or
six months' negotiation?

Mr. TaoM. Five or six months.

Mr. Hawes. Five or six months’ negotiations?

Mr. THoM, Yes, sir; with the foundation laid for it back in January
of lagt year, a year ago.

Mr. Hawes, Regarding the argument which may be advanced over
before the House, that both sides may agree to ralse wages, resulting
in increased freight rates or passenger rates to take care of that In-
crease, there is nothing in this law that changes the present law in
that respect?

Mr, THOM. Nothing, except that portion of the present law which
gives to the present Labor Board the right to suspend agreements.
Mr. Richberg has made his argument here that that is an invalid
power. Anyhow, I am stating that merely as written in the present
labor law.

Mr. RicEBERG, To make that perfectly clear, Colonel Thom and I do
not agree, of course, on the point that it is written in the law; Mr.
Thom feels, of course, that there is that provision written in the law,
and T feel there i8 no such provision in the present law, and if it were
go constrned, it would be unconstitutional. But that is just a difference
between lawyers as to the construction of the present law.

Mr. Hawes. But, in your oplnion, this act will not change the present
gituation ?

Mr. THOM. It will not, In my judgment,

Mr. Hawes. It will not increase the power of the roads and the
unions to raise wages or lower wages or affect it in any way? There will
be no change from the present conditions, as far as that is concerned?

Mr, TaoM. Practically none. The reason I say practically Is because
of that provision in the law to which I have just alluded and on which
Mr. Richberg has just commented.

Mr. Hawgs. 1 have just one other question. I want to get back to
the matter of these decisions of the Board of Mediation. The hearings
of the Board of Mediation may be, as [ have gaid before, from thae
largest possible unit to the smallest possible unit; they may be local
and their findings not binding in a pational way, either on the rall-
roads or on the unions?
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ings; they have only the function of concilintion and persuasion. The
adjustment boards have the right to make findings, and the board
of arbitratlon has the right to make findings, and the =smergency
board has the right to make findings. But the Board of Mediation
does mot possess that function under this bill. Of course, I am not
allnding now to the results of the action of the parties brought about
by mediation.

Mr., Hawgsz, Oh, no. Now, from what you have sald and from
what Mr. Richberg hag said, I understand this bill has been drawn
as a result of many concessions on both sides, so that any change
in it now might reopen on elther side the present mutuality of agree-
ment ? J

Mr. Tnosm. Yes, sir. Of course, Congress has absolute power to
do with it what it pleases, but if it Is changed in any substantial
respects it, of course, relieves the idea of agreement; it destroys what
they have done.

It is important that the meeting of minds upon this sub-
ject should be a part of this CoxcressioNaL REcorp, because
beyond the mere wording of the bill there exists a moral
obligation, binding upon the roads and binding upon the
men, to bring about a peaceful setflement of situations which
might otherwise lead to disorder and interruption of trans-
portation service. ‘

How does this bill actually operate? We create under the
law an official body called a Board of Mediation. When dis-
pute arises this board appears npon the scene and using its
power of conciliation attempts to bring the two parties into a
meeting place where their differences may be discussed and
worked out to an amicable agreement.

Failing to bring that result by a meeting of the minds of
both parties, then the Board of Mediation may be called in
again to assist in securing a third arbitrator, and the deci-
sion of the arbitrators is final and becomes a court judgment.

There is one assurance that the American people will have,
and that is that from the beginning of a dispute, all through
the period of conciliation, all through the period of media-
tion, all through the period of arbitration, and for 60 days
following the calling of the emergency board by the Presi-
dent of the United States, there will be no strike, there will
be no interruption of traffic,

Those who framed this bill are on record as stating that
this is their interpretation of the language of the bill

This moral obligation, this agreement entered into in re-
sponse to the request of the President, has some binding
effect, and it is supported by the record of debates in this
Congress and the hearings before our committee, thus giving
it force and effect far beyond that of the mere phraseology of
this bill.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HAWES. No; I will not yield. I do not like to re-
fuse the gentleman from Texas, who occupied one full hour
yesterday and who inferrupted every other gentleman who
spoke. I have but 15 minutes, and I must refuse.

Now, the condition which confronts this country and which
confronted the roads and confronted the unions and the Presi-
dent of the United States was the fact that the administra-
tion of the Railroad Labor Board had broken down.

In some sections of the country the board was respected.
In other sections of the couniry it was nof respected. Unions
refused to take their grievances before the board and some
of the railroads refused to take their differences before the
board. In many instances it became a tribunal before which
litigants would not appear. So something had to be done.
The two lines of thought naturally occurred to those who had
that subject in mind. One was a bill built upon compulsion—
a bill with teeth in it, a bill that said “ You shall do this and
you shall do that, under penalty of punishment or damages.”
That was one distinet theory.

The other theory was a bill providing for voluntary meet-
ings and voluntary understandings, That is the theory
adopted by both sides to the railroad labor controversy, and
it was the theory suggested by the President of the United
States, and it is the theory adopted by your committee.

80 let us be frank about it. There are no ieeth in this bill.
There is no compulsion in it. It is the meeting of minds with
the moral force that comes back of such an agreement. There
is no teeth in it excepting the law of the land, the law against
conspiracy, the law against viclating a contract. In the last
analysis, when agreement fails, the President of the United
States appoints an emergency board. This is really a fact
finding commission and its duty is to make known the real
facts back of the dispute so that the public may be informed
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My, THOM. The Board 6f Mediation has no right to make find- |
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as to the justice of each side’s claims, The emergency board
report will have back of it the power of public opinion, and
back of the President of the United States in such an emer-
gency are the courts and marshals of the land.. Back of «ll is
the Army, if needed to insure continued transportation. That
point I hope will never be reached, but the power is there.

Gentlemen tried to split hairs on the floor of the House the
other day about compelling a man to work. It can not be
done by law, but if a group of men conspire they can be brought
under the law as it exists to-day and punished for conspiracy.
On the other hand, the violation of a contract taken into ¢ourt
will be decided by a court and a jury.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Would the gentleman care to yield?

Mr. HAWES. I should prefer not for the present. I will
yield in a few minutes. Now, the break down of the Labor
Board was the emergency which created the necessity of some
legislation. Let us face the facts, When this permanent body
decided a dispute in favor of a railroad the unions objected and
thought it was unfair. When this permanent Labor Board de-
cided a dispute in favor of the unions some of the railroads
thought it was unfair, so that finally we have a board with
jurisdiction, but nobody would submit disputes. This bill
brings into being a new thought, and that iz that for each
serious dispute a new board will be appointed. It does its
duty and it passes out of existence, it moves away. That is
the new thought in this bill.

There was an able man before our committee; a big man
in mind, in training, in equipment, in knowledge of the sub-
ject, and he impressed the committee with great respect for his
attainments, although the committee did not agree with him.
He brought before that committee and discnssed for hours a
different kind of a bill, a bill with compulsion in it. That was
Mr. Emery, counsel for the manufacturers. There is no man
in this House who could have presenfed that case as bril-
liantly, as persistently, and as logically as did Mr. Emery.

I also asked Mr. Emery concerning his views of this bill.
His answers are, in fairness, herewith inserted:

Mr. Hawes, Mr, Emery, I asked Mr, Thom and Mr, Richberg some
questions at the conclusion of thelr testimony, because I want this
record to give an expression of their opinion of the proper interpre-
tation of this law. I would like to ask a few questions for the same
purpose.

It seems that the President in two messages to Congress requested
the parties In controversy, the raflroads and the unions, to get to-
gether and submit a substitute for the Labor Board. That was fol-
lowed by a conference of the two parties and the subsequent intro-
duction into the Senate by Benator Warsox, chairman of the Com-
mittee on Interstate Commerce, and by Mr. PARKER, chairman of this
committee, of the bill that we are discussing. The testimony of the
unions is that they are nnanimously in support of this bill. The festl-
mony of the railroads is that they, on a basis of mileage 198 to 40,
support this bill, and that 80 per cent of the roads support the bill,
and so far as I have heard nelther the 40 per cent on* the basis of
mileage nor the 20 per cent on the basls of numbers have made any
objection to the presentation of the position of the roads made by
Mr., Thom. 8o it would seem that, answering the request of the
President, the parties have agreed and administration approval seems
to be indicated by the men selected to present this bill in the House
and in the Senate, I believe that Is a correct statement of the
situation, of the introduction of the bill up to this time,

Mr. Esgry. The question of fact; yes.

Mr. Hawes. Now, the public, of course, is interested in uninter-
rupted service, and I understand from both sides that the language
of this bill is interpreted by them to mean that there ghall not be
a strike or a change of conditions until the emergency board ap-
pointed by the President in the last move has rendered its decision.
So that both sides are on record that there will be mo Interruption
of service at any time, from the first move until the final move, and
it permits this to proceed even 60 days after this board appointed
by the President has been in operation.

Mr. Taosm. Thirty days after the board. Sixty days in all.

Mr. Hawes. Yes, I was interested In your suggestion that the In-
terstate Commerce Commission should be ecalled in, because out of these
controversies may arise an increase of wages which would ultimately
affect the genmeral public and the purchasers of transportation. I
am mnot quite clear about your position. I would like to have you
elaborate It for this reason: I can not understand how these hoards
of mediation or coneiliation or arbitration could arrive at any de-
cislon on your theory unless the Interstate C ce C Ission first
approved their findings. Is it your position that on every labor dispute
involving an Increase in wages that first the arbitrators or the Board
of Mediation should report to the commission, and as a practical matter
there should be no decision on labor disputes until the commission
has passed upon it, and the commission could not pass upon It until it
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went into the merlts of the case.
not got that gquite clear.

Mr. EmERY, 1 had made this suggestion in comparing the present
law with the proposed bill: I said that under the present law the
Railroad Labor Board had the power to suspend wage agreements ar-
rived at voluntarily by the parties until it could determine whether or
not it required a readjustment of the rate strocture. That is the pres-
ent law, Whether it is effective or not, it is the law. 1 had said this
was o valuable safeguard of the publie interest against the imposition
of excessive charges on tramsportation, and I had said that my dis-
tingunished friend, Mr. Thom, and rallroad exeentives thought so, so
strongly, that they had again and again emphasized that in opposing
the Barkley-Howell bill before the Senate committee.

I said that by the abolition of Title III of the transportation act that
safeguard was lost, and with it public representation upon a public
board passing upon a dispute with respect to wages, and no substitute
wis offered,

I suggested that one of two things liad to ocecur: Either you ab@#ndon
that public policy now in effect, or you transfer that power, if you
abollsh the Labor Board, to some other agency. There seemed to be
no other existing agency, if you maintained the policy, that could ex-
ercise that power except the Interstate Commerce Commission, qualified
by virtue of its position, experience, and authority to exercise that
power. I therefore suggested that it be fransferred to the Interstate
Commerce Commission, That it possess the power to suspend a wage
agreement until it could examine its effect on the rate structure,

I did that for two reasons. One, because it was an existent authority
that had been proposed by the Congress of the Unlted States in its
wisdom as a safeguiard, and there seemed to be no reswon to abandon it
and leave the public unprotected in that regard, Second, that the In-
terstate Commerce Commission was the only body that could do if.
Third, that the Labor Board's power to do these things had been un-
challenged during the five years in which this pewer has been in ex-
istence, That the deterrent effect of that power would be very great
because it would mean that the parties in all negotintions must see,
through the window of their room, the shadow of public vindication
for any agreement they arrived at If it was questioned, which probably
in the great percentage of cases it would not be. Do I make that clear?

Mr. Hawes, Yes; except in one thing. If your proposition was ac-
cepted and embodied in this blll, no labor dispute wonld bhe adjusted
untll it was first gsubmitted to the Interstate Commerce Commission,
where it Involved the raising of wages, As to that, every dispute, no
matier how trivlal, would have to be reviewed by that body. As a
practical matter they could not do it—or do you think they could?

Mr. Emeny, T think, as a practical matter, the result you speak
of does not follow. They would not exercise that snspensory power
except in serious cases. It Is obvious there would be no occasion to
exercise it in trivial cases, because it would not, on .the face of it,
require any readjustment of the rate structure. DBut suppose it
involved some such situation as you are now confronted with, As
this discussion proceeds, demands are being made, the effect of which
upon the operating costs of the railroads s uncertain. Bat it is
estimated at all sorts of sums from £100,000,000 to £500.000,000 from
these demands, if such burdens are imposed upon the whole struecture.
Now, In such a case, surely if an agreement was made that was very
great in its nature, there ought to be some body to Inquire futo fts
elfect on the rate structure, It will have to do so eventually; why
not when it is made?

Mr. Hawes. These gentlemen agree that this bill will apply to
the smallest units of the union and to the largest; to the smallest
roads units and to the largest. Now, a sitoation might very well
arise on a small, short line which might not involve over £50,000,
we will say, but might serfously affect the earning power of that road
and necessitate a revislon of its rate structure. That would Dbe just
as important to that $£50,000 investment as it would be if it was a
£100,000,000 investment, and they would bave the same right to appeal
to the commission. So that it would ultimately Involve an opinion
to be handed down by the commission on every adjusted wage scale
that came up in the United States between the employers and the
employees,

Mr. EmMerY, Well, Is not that true, Mr. HAwes, now, if such adjust-
ment alfects the cost of operation so that a pefition for an increased
rate is necessary?

Mr., Hawes. But under your amendment I think the adjustments
would have to be suspended until the commission had acted, and dur-
ing that time the deliberations of the President’s committee naturally
proceed, and then the Interstate Commerce Commission will take the
whole dispute into consideration in their determination of the wage
seale. Your amendment, I belleve, would prevent any adjustment of
a wage dispute until the commission had first acted,

Mr. Esmery. It would prevent the agreement from going Into effect
until an examination had been had, if it was one of the nature de-
geribed.  That is all.

Mr, Hiwes. So that the praclical effect would be that after this
dispnte had proceeded through mediation, conciliation, and reached

Now, what is your idea?
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the stage of even the emergency decision of the special board ap-
pointed by the President, that decision could not be operatlve until
it was again submitted to the Interstate Commerce Commission?

Mr. EMERY. The last is not a decision, Mr. Hawks.

Mr. Hawes. The emergency board decision?

Mr. Exeny, Yes, That is a mere inquiry into the facts of the case
as to who is right or wrong, if you please, for the lLenefit of the
public in a dispnte which threatens to interrupt commeree. Tt does
not contemplate any judgment by the parties.

Mr. HAWES, It contemplates, however, an appeal to public sentiment,

Mr. EMERY. Yes, sir,

Mr. Hawes. In which (he right or wrong of the controversy will
be decided by the public sentiment, to be followed, if necessary,
later by congressional action.

Mr. EMERY. I can only point out that during four years that
difficulty has not sarlsen, and the deterreni effect of that provision
is to be estimated by yourself.

All of the objections that are suggested here must have been in
the minds of both Houses of Congress when they passed the present
provision, and they regarded it ns essentinl to safeguarding the
public interest. Now, they can reconsider that and they can abandon
it, or they can apply it to thelr new Instrumentality with such
modifications as their practical wisdom suggests; but it must be
either abandoned or eontinued,

Mr, Hawes. Returning to the matter of the Labor Board and its
abolishment, statements have been made here that the unions refused
to submit their grievances to the board andi that a number of the
larger railronds, including the greatest of all the systems, I belleve,
the Pennsylvania, also refuses to submit its affairs to that board,
and the President has recommended a change in the form of agree-
ment of the two divectly interested parties, In other words, do you
think the Labor Board functions as it exists to-day?

Mr. Emery. It obviously does not function to the satisfaction of
the parties, -

Mr, HAWES. To either party?

Mr. EMERY. To either party, In some respects it has been very
highly praised by some of the rallroad execntives. In some opin-
fons expressed by them publicly as late as Jenuary 2 in the Rallway
Age, some of the very representative executives expressed in thelr
belief that it will function better in the future. As to that I ex-
press no opinion, but if it is thrusting back upon the parties the
determination of their disputes between themselves, I am very glad
to see it, because I think that is the most effective place to have
them settled.

Mr. Hawgs. The other amendment suggested Is glving the power
to the emergency board to summon witnesses and produce books and
papers. Do you think that in this appeal to public opinion either
side would refuse to produce any information that such a commission
appointed by the President would ask for?

Mr. Emenry. Well, it may. I can only judge the future by the
past, as I have said, Mr. HAwES. If parties to a controversy have
flouted the P'resident of the United States, why shonld they be so
respectful to his agent?

Mr, Hawes, If it is an appeal to public opinion—and that is all
this emergency board amounts to—prior to the application of the
power of the FPresicent through the general machinery of the law,
it seems to me that the case would then be decided by the public
very quickly against either side that refused to bring any testimony
or any witnesses summoned by the emergency board. There are no
teeth in this bill, and that is what you do not like about it—except-
ing a forum by which the United States Government may ask these
people to get together and adjust their differences, and upon the
fallure of that an emergency board appointed by the President of
the United States that will tell the American people the true story
of the stiuation. That is the final thing, aid then that s followed
by the power of the P'resident to enforce by the courts or the Army.
Is not that sufficient power?

AMr. Emiry. I think it Is vital, Mr. Hawes, that when the parties—
when their machinery has failed, the issue that remains is what shall
Le done to protect the public interest now threatened with an Inter-
ruption of transportation., The parties are through with the problem,
They can not setile it. Now, you are facing the sltuation which then
results, Do you not feel that two things are now essential, that the
interruption of service shall be prevented? If that occurs, we have a
catastrophe. Is it unreasonable to suggest that clear obligationa shall
Dbe lnid upon the partles that every layman shall understand, not in am-
biguous or uncertain language, but a plain duty on the parties not to do
that, and we will all understand what our duties are then? And,
secondly, if the President’s commission is to make an ingulry, they
onght to have as much power to do it as a private commission. It may
not have to have any formal sitting or any formal procedure, but surely
when the people of the United States act through their President their
representstive onght to moye as one clothed with power and not merely
as a private individual who comes In and begs the pariies to let him
have what he wants, The possession of power can not lessen his capic-
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 industry of this country, even in the matter of earnings, that

ity to function. It may place the parties who discbey him in the
obvious and immediate position of disobeying a plain, legal obligation.
It only makes more effectlve, in my opinion, this exercise of power by
the President's committee In order to influence public opinlon.

Mr. Hawes. It is apparent from the testimony of the representatives
of the unions that they have made concessions; it is apparent that the
railroads have made concessions, and on the face of it there is among
them a difference of opinion between 80 per cent and 20 per cent, and
with these concesslons, concluding a negotiation of nearly six months,
have arrived at a bill upon which there is a meeting of minds, and the
thing that I am interested in is: If there is a change of language in
this bill, will we not lose, unless this same agreement Is preserved—
will we not lose that mutuality of consent and approval which now
exists? 1Is there not danger of that?

Mr. EMErY. I can see that. But I suggest, Mr, Hawes, that when
you come to those provisions of the bill that are mot directed to the
machinery of accommodation but to the protection of the public inter-
est, that the clarification of the language is a matter of duty on the
part of the public representative, iIf he does not think it clear, It is
surely a clearly defined duty that he act, especlally in those gections
that are aimed at public protection. And I wanted to say secondly
that exactly the situation that you present confronted the Congress
under the Newlands Act, The parties came n. They were perfectly
agreed. They sald this machinery would unguestionably operate: and
if you changed any word in it, you would have a serious difficulty in
getting the parties to agree. They were taken at their word, but did it
work?

Mr, Hawes. And has there been an attempt made by Mr. Richberg,
yourself, and Mr. Thom to agree npon these amendments?

Mr. EmerY, I discussed this matter at the invitation of the gentle-
men, with them, before the bill was introduced., 1 did not see the draft
of it, the final draft, until it was introduced. But I discussed these
provisions with them and urged that those particular provisions be
clarified, and they could not agree with me—that is, Mr., Richberg in
particular. That is why the matter comes before this jury.

Mr. Hawes. Is it your understanding that both sides still object to
changes suggested by you?

Mr. Bumery. Yes. And of course you understand that the changes I
have suggested are—that is, substantial changes—I have not suggested
that you adopt my language in partieular; I have only undertaken to
make a draft in order that you understand the nature of the amend-
ment 1 propose; but I suggested that those provislons—that something
like them was essential to adequately protect the public interest in the
two things which I stated, and I submit that to the judgment of the
committee.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. PARKER. I yield the gentleman 10 additional minutes.

Mr. HAWES. The committee knew this bill could not well
be part voluntary and part compulsory. One theory had to
run through it all, so the amendments proposed by this gentle-
man were rejected by the committee. All compulsion is out of
it and the committee is now in entire agreement excepting the
construction to be placed upon one section of the bill.

My friend from Kansas [Mr. Hocr] has presented an amend-
ment. In my judgment the amendment is dangerous. It is dan-
gerous because under this new law not a single power now
possessed by the Interstate Commerce Commission is taken
away, not a single power is added; the power of that commis-
sion remains the same; but this amendment may compel a
review of each arbitration by the Interstate Commerce Com-
sion before a settlement by arbitration. Try to visualize what
that thought would mean. A labor dispute is a serious thing.
It is not conceivable that the railroads and the unions would
corruptly enter into a deliberate conspiracy to do something
that was improper. With the Hoch theory specifically placed
in this bill you destroy the meeting of minds, you take the
mufuality out of the bill

Then, again, you may put in a section which means nothing.
It may be a mere idle gesture, or it may be a very serious
amendment, endangering the whole efficiency of this bill.

If the Interstate Commerce Commission should take the view
that the amendment means that it “shall” go into the merits
of every labor dispute seftled by arbitration, it would mean
that the whole time of that commission would be taken up
with labor disputes. It would mean that no railroad company
would present its cause to arbitration and that no arbitration
could be made without the approval of the Interstate Com-
merce Comiission,

To-day when a railroad president enters his office he enters
the jurisdiction of the Inferstate Commerce Commission, The
man who walks the track comes under the jurisdiction of the
commission,

No increase of rates of any kind can be made until a review
has been had by the commission of the reasons given for the
raise, There is no single thing connected with the railroad
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may not be taken into consideration by the commission.

So that this commission may lock into any question increas-
ing the cost of operation, honesty of operation, or the neces-
sity that compels an additional expense. They have that power
now. But if this amendment offered by my friend from Kansas
is adopted the commission may read into the law a thing that
is not there, that they are directed to go into the merits of an
arbitration. ’

I doubt whether they would do such a thing; but if they did,
what would happen? Would a strike settlement be put off
until the commission had heard and decided every labor con-
troversy on the thousands of miles, every controversy that
would arise between all the roads and 2,000,000 men. It would
be an impossible task for them to perform properly. There is
no machinery by which they could proceed.

In the last analysis, when this great committee spends 10
days, morning and afternoon, in consideration of this subject,
when a man of the attainments of Mr, Richberg, representing
2,000,000 men, and a man with fine attainments of Mr. Thom,
representing 80 per cent of the railroads of the Nation, and then
between the two comes Mr. Emery and advances his theory of
compulsion, which was abandoned.

You must leave this bill alone; and if it fails on a fair test,
the American people will know it, the President will know it,
and then Congress may change its plan and report a bill with
compulsion in it. But it should not be written until that
period arrives. [Applause.]

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the
gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. BurTNESS].

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Dakota is
recognized for 20 minutes,

Mr. BURTNESS. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com-
mittee, when I opposed upon the floor of this House the so-
called Howell-Barkley bill last year, I made substantially this
statement : That I was one of those who believed that as Rep-
resentatives here in Congress we are more concerned, and ought
to be more concerned, about the interests of the unnorganized
public than with either the interests of the railroad employees
on the one hand or the interests of the carriers upon the other,
and that for the simple reason that both of the sides were so
well organized that they are pretty well able to take care of
themselves.

I also take the position that the public is interested not only
in efficient and continuous transportation service but also
interested in gefting such transportation service at reasonable
rates. :

I make that statement at the ountset, so that I can empha-
gize to my friends here concerned with the question as to
whether this bill protects the public inferest, the point of view
which I had when we commenced in our committee the con-
sideration of the bill which is now before us. With that point
of view, after the arguments for and against the bill were pre-
sented fully and ably to us, I arrived at the conclusion that
this bill in its fundamentals and its general purposes is the
best solution of the vexatious problem of insuring industrial
peace on the railroads of the country that has ever come be-
fore the Congress. I am snpporting it, although my private
viewpoint as one representing an agricultural district and
my chief concern has been its effect upon the rights and in-
terests of the unorganized public, at the same time having due
regard fo the rights of railway labor and of the stockholders
owning the property used in the transportation service.

This bill is a tremendous improvement over the one that
was proposed a year ago for similar purposes; and permit me
to say that if this bill is half as good as the representatives
of the railway employees’ organizations have told us that it is,
they ought to be willing to raise a monument to such men as
AMzr. Coorer of Ohio, who a year ago bravely, patriotically op-
posed the wishes of the men formerly associated with him in
the labor movement and who in the public interest helped to
defeat the Howell-Barkley bill and made it possible for this
sort of a bill to be brought before you at this time. He deserves
their thanks instead of their condemnation of a year ago. And
the big heart of the gentleman from Ohio was pretty well indi-
cated on the floor of the House on Tuesday when, in spite of
the fact that strenuous efforts had been made by the railroad
men to defeat him in the last campaign because of his opposi-
tion to the Howell-Barkley bill, he paid a wonderful tribute
to the men who are to-day leading labor in this country. He
is their true friend, although he has the courage of his own
conyictions,

Now, why do I support the bill? There are several reasons.
I can only emphasize two or three of them very briefly in my
limited time, because I want to concern myself mainly with
some of the provisions of the bill which do give me consider-
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able concern. The Labor Board, that has been so much dis-
cussed here on the floor, has been much discredited. What
might be termed the morale on the railroads, both among em-
ployees and in the management, with respect to questions
involved in wage schedules and the hope of fair settlement
thereof is not good, because they have no confidence in the
Labor Board. That does nof mean that the Labor Board has
not rendered some good service or that its work has been
wholly bad.

The Labor Board, you will all remember, took charge of the
various controversial questions involved at a time when it was
most difficult for any public board to take charge of matters of
that sort, at a time following the war, at a time when it was
necessary first to raise railroad wages and then to decrease
them, to make changes from fime to time. It was only natural
that within a short time both sides wonld become more or less
dissatisfied with the decisions that were made and would be
inclined to question the fairness of its decisions.

I have doubt, sincere doubt, whether any body consisting of
representatives, as does the Railroad Labor Board, of three
different conflicting viewpoints—representatives of the rail-
roads, representatives of the employees, and representatives of
the public—ean ever function satisfactorily as a public board
and render decisions upon questions so vitally conecerning two
of these parties, and particularly so when that board is a per-
manent one and will sooner or later have an accumulation of
objections and criticisms made against it by one or both of the
interested parties. A change is therefore in all probability in
the publie interest.

But stronger than that in this bill's appeal to me is the fact
of agreement between the two parties most directly and im-
mediately concerned. 1 agree fully with the statement that
was made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. JAacoBsTEIN]
on the floor of the House this afternoon when he said that the
best thing in this bill is not what is in it, but what is behind it.
8o in its general fundamentals, my friends, I am willing to
aceept the representatives of the carriers and the representa-
tives of the employees at their word. I am willing to give them
an opportunity to see whether the enactment of this bill will do
what they so hopefully promise, I like the attltude of peace
and desire of agrecment they have shown before us, and hope
it will eontinne. It augurs well for future peace and harmony.

In spite of that, my friends, I am not one of those who can
agree that legislators representing the people here must take
any bill that comes before us, even where there is agreement
between interested parties, and simply sign upon the dotted line.

I contend it is still their dutv to exercise judgment as to
whether the bill can be improved or lettered for the best
interests of the people as a whole. Tuerefore, I do want to
urge upon you, and in'my limited time 1 want to discuss, a
number of important amendments which may not be regarded
as absolutely vitsl at this time, but which I think would
improve the bill without in any way changing the fundamentals
thereof and withont in any way giving either of the two
parties immediately inferested in this controversy any excuse,
after we pass it, to say it is not their bill. We should not
be alarmed aboutr giving them some arbitrary or fantastie
exruse. If they are looking for such to get away from the moral
obligation of (his bill, their agreement ix not worth anything.
More properly it is a question whether we would give them
a reasonable excuse, an excuse which would appeal to the
intelligence and judgment of the people in that regard, to
avoid responsibility under the act. Huving that in mind, I
am earnestly supporting the purposes of the so-called Hoch
amendment.

1 do not agree with some of the members of the committee
who contend that the enactment of the Hoech amendment would
make the Inferstate Commerce Commission an appeal board or
a board of review with authority to deiermine or review wage
schedules, although I do recognize that possibly the use of the
word “merits” in the bill might by some be regarded as
ambignous and, at first blush, cause a little confusion. But
there is mothing to that contention when you analyze the
amendment. Let me read it:

I'rovided, That nothing berein shall be construed to preclude the
Interstate Commerce Commission from considering the merits of any
such arbitration award when determining freight or passenger rates
or other charges,

The purpose of it, the sole purpose, as set out in the report
to the House—and that would be considered by the Interstate
Commerce Commission and the courts in construning it—is sim-
ply to reserve to the commission the right which it now has
under the provisions of section 15a of the transportation act,
to consider the guestion of whether any wage schedule is a
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reasonable one, is an economical one, or an efficlent one while
performing a certain duty. When? When are they given the
right to consider such question? Not after the wage schedule
has been made, not on an appeal by either of the interested
parties, but only when the commission exercises its statutory
function to determine rates. That is all this amendment does.
The right is given to the commission “ when determining frelght
or passenger rates.”

I submit fhat in writing this sort of bill we should be just as
much interested in protecting the rights of the public upon any
disputed or ambiguous proposition as we have been in this very
bill in protecting the rights of the carriers or in protecting the
rights of the employees on matters that might be considered
ambiguous in any shape, manner, or form. Perhaps most of
you who were here last night when 1 engaged in a colloquy
with the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Newtox] will recall
that after he had very ably discussed the provisions of the
eighth subdivision of section 9, which is a provision specifically
safeguarding employees, I asked him whether in his opinion
such subdivision added anything to the bill, or whether the
employees would not without the eighth subdivision be just
as fully protected as they would be with It—that is, whether
the individual- employee would not otherwise be protected
against being compelled to work against his will or making
his individual refusal to work a crime—and the gentleman
from Minnesota [Mr. Newtox] frankly answered yes. I asked
him then what was the purpose of the subdivision, and the
genfleman in substance said:

It is largely psychological, I presume.

I then asked him if the purpose was not simply to safegnard
the rights of these employees on a proposition that might
sometime, somewhere be regarded ambiguous, and he replied
yes. The subdivision reads as follows;

Eighth, Nothing in this aect shall be construed to require an indl-
vidual employee to render labor or service without his consent, nor
shall anything in this act be construed to make the quitting of bhis
labor or service by an employee an illegal act; nor shall any court of
the United States, or of any State, issue any process to compel the per-
formance by an employee of such labor or service, without his consent.

We have done this in a proper way for the employees. Can
the employees, the carriers, or anyone else complain if those
of us trying to protect the interests of farmers and other ship-
pers and the gemeral public say that we want a similar safe-
guard for them written into the law by the Congress of the
United States? Some say it is not needed; that the right is
preserved anyway. Why not make it clear, so there is no
doubt of it?

This is the purpose of the Hoch amendment. T am for it
I hope it will be adopted by the Honse, and if there is anyone
here——

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BURTNESS. I can not yield now. T have only a limited
time, and I have a great many things I want to discuss,

If by any chance the Hoch amendment should be defeated,
then I am going to offer another amendment, not at all differ-
ent in its purpose, not a better amendment, but one the lan-
guage of which might appeal to some as preferable. Bat,
understand, 1 am for the Hoch amendment first, last, and all
the time. I want to help put it across; but if it should be de-
feated, then I am going to offer this amendment,

I am going to offer it either in connection with the eighth
subdivision pertaining to the employees, or as a separate sub-
division to be designated as the ninth subdivision, reading as
follows :

Nothing in this act shall be construed to limit the Interstate Com-
merce Commission in the exercise of its power to prescribe just and
reasonable rates, to take Into econsideration the question as to whether
the management of any carrier is honest, eficlent, and economleal.

You will note, gentlemen, I have adopted the language in
section 15a of the transportation act, the only language which
to-day gives to the Interstate Commerce Commission, when
it determines rates, any jurisdiction whatsoever in trying
to ascertain whether a wage schedule is a fair and reason-
able schedule. They can pass upon that question not for the
purpose of setting aside a wage agreement, or an arbitration
award, but solely in determining whether in paying such
wages the management is acting honestly, efficiently, economi-
cally, o that the commission can and shounld properly pass
snuch expenses on to the public—to be borne by the public in
transportation charges. Some of us deem it important to pre-
serve that right even where the wages are the result of an
arbitration award In other words, the amendinent which I
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will propose if the Hoch amendment is defeated does onmly
what the supporters of the Hoch amendment say in the addi-
tional views submitted with the committee report is intended
to be wrought by the Hoch amendment. Eight members of
the commitiee joined in those views.

Mr. HOCH. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BURTNESS. Certainly.

AMr, HOCH. The gentleman heard the argument of the gen-
fleman from Illinois [Mr. DENisoN], one of the able lawyers in
this House, who says that the commission onght to be precluded
from an inquiry, and opposes this amendment on the ground
that they ought not to have any right to inguire into the merits
of the arbitration award, which illustrates the necessity of this
amendment.

Mr. BURTNESS. There Is no question about that. The
gentleman from Illinois is the only one that I have heard take
that position. Now, Mr. Richberg—and no brighter man or
keener lawyer ever appeared before a committee, and no one
who is more loyal in representing his clients—stated positively
in that connection that this right would not be taken away
from the commission and the public by this bill, and yet we
have heard on the floor of ‘the House this afternoon from the
gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Wirniaumsox] that Labor,
the official organ of some of the railroad employees, must dis-
agree with Mr. Richberg. At any rate, Mr. Richberg’s views
differ from those expressed by Mr. Denisox. Let me quote
Mr. Richberg's views, given as counsel for the organized rail-
road employees in the open letter addressed to Mr. Hocm in
opposing the Hoch amendment:

The commission may at the present time undoubtedly determine
what evidence 1z appropriate to guide its judgment in fixing rates.
Therefore under the present law the commission could recelve evidence
to show that operating expenses were unreasonably high, and if such
expenses were the product of collusion or favoritism, br for any reason
unjustified, the commission could admit evidence to prove this and
could refuse to sanction excessive operating charges,

L] L] L - - L] L

In your statement yon admit that the power of the commission to
require reasonable rates is not disturbed by the bill in its encourage-
ment of voluntary agreements. But an arbitration award is the prod-
uwet of a voluntary agreement, the same legal obligations of contract
result, and it is just as necessary to permit the parties to obtain a con-
tract by this method as to permit them to write a eontract without
outside aid, because in serlous controversies this is often the only
method whereby an agreement can be made. If, 88 you admit and we
agree, the power of the eommission to require reasonable rates is not
disturbed by a contract resulting from voluntary agreement, the power
of the commission 15 equally undisturbed by a confract resnlting from
an arbitration award. One contract has no more binding effect legally
upon the commission than the other. The practical persuasive effect
of any econtract a8 a measure of reasonable operating expenses is to be
“determined in each ease by the commission. The bill as reported does
pot in any way limit or modify the powers and duties of the commis-
sion in this regard under existing law,

If Richberg is right, what objection can there be to an
amendment as proposed either by Mr. HocH or myself? Oh,
yes; we had Colonel Thom, who was asked if he agreed with
Mr. Richberg. He hesitated considerably, his viewpoint rep-
resenting the carriers was a little different; but he practically
said, “ Yes; I agree with that.” *“Well,” he was asked, “ if you
agree, is there any objection in putting in such a provision that
will with certainty safeguard the public?’ What was his only
answer? Suobstantially this: “This is only my personal view,
and I can not agree to anything that would make it impossible
for attorneys and other persons interested to raise the issue in
the future,” That is the strongest kind of ah argument, my
friends, in favor of some such provision as the Hoch amend-
ment. Let us make it clear, Let us deprive railroad attorneys
in the future of the chance to raise the issue, Let us write
Richberg's and Thom's construction into the law and thus be
assured that no right is taken away from the Interstate Com-
merce Commission to protect the public. I only regret that the
answers of Colonel Thom were given to the committee after the
hearings were closed, so that they do not appear in the printed
record.

Mr. PARKER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BURTNESS. Yes.

Mr. PARKER. Has the gentleman ever known any law to
be passed that you could not find some lawyer to dissent
from it?

Mr, BURTNESS, Construing laws is often difficult and sub-
ject to differences of opinion; but I have not known any legis-
lative body willfully, openly, when drawing or considering a
law approaching propositions that they find are going to be
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disputed as ambiguous, refuse to try to make the language
plainer so that there will be no ambiguity about it,

Mr. PARKER. Did not Mr. Thom say that he believed it did
apply? Was not that his personal view?

Mr. BURTNESS. Yes; Mr. Thom said that, as I have indi-
cated, and I am glad to get your corroboration of it into the
REecorp,

Mr, PARKER. Some lawyers might hold otherwise, but
has not the gentleman had people oppose him when he could
not see any earthly reason for their opinion?

Mr. BURTNESS., What objection is there to trying to make
this plainer now so that the railroad companies hereafter can
not come in and make the contention Colonel Thom wanted to
save for them? I want the distinguished chairman of ¢ur com-
miftee to answer this guestion now.

Mr. BUTLER. 1 want to know about that, too.

Mr. PARKER. I do not think it can be drawn so that some
lawyers wounld not disagree to it.

Mr. HOCH. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BURTNESS. Yes.

Mr, HOCH. Since I made reference to the gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. Denisox], I think his position is consistent, tak-
ing the view that he does, that the commission ought noi to
have the power to scrutinize. He is logical in opposing the
amendment, but gentlemen who insist that the law as written
in the bill does not preclude the commission from examining into
it, seem to be entirely inconsistent.

Mr. BURTNESS. I agree fully with your logic but feel
that I must go on without further interruption. Now, neither
the Hoch amendment nor the one I propose would make the
Interstate Commerce Commission an appeal board. I do not
want them to become such; I want them to remain primarily
a rate-making body, a rate-making body for the protection of
the public. On the other hand, I do not want a law making it
possible for carriers and employees to gain any advantage by
collusion or otherwise and pass an unfair burden to the publie.
That is why I favor placing a provision into this bill insuring
that the Interstate Commerce Commission is not in the future
precluded from asking the question as to whether or not the
management of that earrier is honest, eflicient, and economieal
when it gets to considering reasonable rates. That is what we
are trying to do when we urge an amendment. I am not one
of those who believes that the Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion onght to be given power to suspend voluntary wage agree-
ments. I think it would be unconstitutional to attempt to do
any such thing. Wilson against New so holds in my opinion,
I want to reserve for the parties their constitutional right to
make their own contracts.

But in perfecting a law of this kind we should exercise care
lest we make it possible for an agreement to be made either by
collusion under economic pressure or otherwise and thus permit
an improper burden to be passed on to the public. Let us
remember that demands may be made under conditions when
the management of the carriers may think it is cheaper to yield
even to unfair demands than it is to submit to a long drawn-out
strike, especially when they have a possible chance to pass the
additional cost on to the public as higher rates. Let me quote
what Mr. Hale Holden, chairman of the executive committee,
Association of Railroad Executives, said to the Senate com-
mittee when they opposed the Howell-Barkley bill and which
now seems to be forgotten even by Colonel Thom:

It was apparently felt by Congress, and with reason, that the parties
should not be left to an uncontrolled agreement to increase wages or
other forms of compensation, Congress well knowing from past ex-
perience that railroad organizations have frequently exerted what is
technically called economic pressure upon managements to Increase
wages, accompanied by threats of strike and the taking of strike votes
for the purpose of impressing the management with the seriousness of
their intentions and of bringing about concessions and agreements,
afterwards termed voluntary, but really in their essence often a sur-
render, either in whole or in part, by the management rather than
submission to an actoal erisis, * * * (Hearings, Interstate Com-
merce Committee of the Senate, 8. 2646, March 18, 1924, pp. 42-43.)

I do not want to make it possible to let such a burden, if
it is an unfair burden, be passed on to the shipping public. I
want the management of the carriers, in other words, to know
that whenever they agree to a wage schedule it should be a
fair schedule if they want the public to pay it, and I think
that is fair. That does not prevent the employees from
getting fair wages. They deserve fair wages, and they ought
to be well paid, not only for the work they do but for the
hazard they undertake in doing the work. The fair wage
should be paid by the public, but no more than that. If the
carrier wants to give their employees more than that, it should
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not have the right to pass the burden on to the publie in the
way of increased rates, and the Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion should not be expected to do so.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from North
Dakota has expired.

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I yleld the gentleman 10
minutes more,

Mr. BURTNESS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to use that time
in disenssing the provisions of the bill setting up the so-
called emergency board. When the Board of Mediation is
unable to bring about an agreement aund arbitration is re-
fused and the dispute is so serious as to/threaten interruption
of essential transportation service to any section of the coun-
try, the Mediation Board shall notify the President, who may
thereupon create a special board to investigate the dispute and
report concerning it. This is the board intended primarily to
protect the public. It will be a special, unbiased board for
each occasion, and will therefore not be impeded at the very
start with such prejudices as now exist against the Railway
Labor Board. After the creatlon of the board, and for 30
days after it makes its report to the President, no change
shall be made in the conditions by the parties to the con-
troversy except by agreement.

No such provision was found in the Howell-Barkley bill. 1T
am frank to say that I should not be supporting this bill were
not this provision or a somewhat similar one in it. The em-
ployees feel that they have yielded considerably in consenting
1. the creation of such boards. I can not see that either they
or the carriers need fear such a board. The unorgunized
piblic may need it badly. Human nature among labor leaders
and among managers of carriers is just the same as elsewhere.
In the heat of controversy the dispntants can not always agree,
and one side or the other fears arbitration. A tie-up is threat-
ened. The public must be protected. Life and health of mil-
lions of people may be at stake,

Is it too much to ask that in such case the public is entitled
to have the facts and issues investigated and analyzed by an
impartial board, give the public the benefit of its recommenda-
tions as to how the dispute should be settled in fairness to
carriers and employees, and then permit the force of public
opinion to enforce such decizion? Surely no reasonable man
can say this is unfair. I rely much on this provision in the
bill, but I do at the same time wonder whether it goes as far
as may be required for the best interests of all the people.

Mr. Chairman, considerable has been said upon the floor
with reference to the alleged need of giving to the emergency
board a power not provided for in this bill, namely, the power
of compulsory process. If I were writing the bill, and if this
question of the agreement of the parties were not an imme-
diate factor, I would provide for such process. In view of the
fact, however, that this is one of the things which at least
one of the parties elalms would go to the fundamentals of the
proposition, I am inclined to think we ought to pass the bill
without such provision, take a chance on it, and see what
happens. I doubt whether it is very important. If it ever
becomes necessary in order to gef the parties hereafter to
furnish all material facts to the board to give such board the
power to issue a subpena, then Congress can easily grant that
power at such time by amendment. I would not now give
elther party the opportunity to avoid responsibility to carry
out the provisions in good faith by saying that this is com-
pulsion, to which they can not subscribe.

There are two or three other features about this emergency
board to which I desire to call attention at this time. Do any
of you resalize that the bill as drawn—and I can not believe it
is purposely or adroitly—does not require the report that is to
be made by this emergency board to be public? I submit in
all fairness that if any issue is so serious that it can not be
settled by an agreement between the parties or by mediation,
and if it is so serious that one or both parties will not agree
to arbitrate it, if it becomes necessary for the President of
the United States to appoint such emergency board in order
to marshal public opinion behind the deeision the board is
going to make, that the public is at least entitled to have the
report made public to find out what there is in it. Can there
be any excuse or reason otherwise? I asked the guestion of
Mr. Richberg whether it was the intent of the parties to this
arrangement to make the report public, and he said yes. 1
then called attention to the fact that the bill did mot so pro-
vide, He seemed just a little surprised at first, said it was a
new question to him, but later on gave some reasons why he
thought possibly it was just as well not to require making the
report public. When Mr. Thom swas before us I asked him
whether it was the intent of the parties that the report should
be made publie, and he also said it was. To prove my asser-
tions I shall include in my extension the very questions asked
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and the answers given in that respect. I asked a representa-
tive of the public who appeared before us, Mr. Easley, of the
National Civie Federation, the same guestion, and he said he
thought the report was to be made public, and yet an amend-
ment to make the report publie, so that the people would have
the benefit of it, was turned down by the committee. I can
not fathom why. It surely does not go to the fundamentals of
the bill, so that either party would be justified in refusing to
abide by it. Again, read this bill carefully and you will find
that there is no indication as to what the nature of the report
shall be.

There is nothing in the law which says that when this report
comes in it shall at least carry in it a decision as to the merits
of the controversy. What is the purpose of the emergency
board? There are only two purposes: First, to give the public
the facts in an impartial, unbiased way; and second, to do
that in such a way that the force of public opinion may be
marshaled back of a decision that may be made by the board,
so that both parties to the controversy will accept public opin-
ion with reference to it.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr. BURTNESS. Those are the purposes of it, and 1 do
think that some amendment ought to be put into the bill, so
that it is plain that it is the duty of the emergency board to
report not only the facts but also their conclusion as to the
merits of the controversy, so that there will be something
delinite behind which to marshal public opinion. I yield.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota, The bill says that it will be
the duty of the board to investigate and report respecting
the dispute. I can not figure it out in any other way than
that they are to report their recommendations.

Mr. BURTNESS. The language is that—

Such board shall be created separately in each instance and it shall
investigate promptly the facts as to the dispute and make a report
thereon to the President.

On what? Not on the dispute, but make a report upon
“the facts ns to the dispute.” You c¢an not read into that
any. legislative command, as the gentleman from Minnesota
[Mr. Newrtox] does, that there shall be a recommendation as
to how the controversy should be settled. All I am asking for
is to make it plain so that this bill will do whut the gentle-
man from Minnesota and a large number of other gentlemen
apparently think it does. At the proper time I shall offer such
an amendment. If I were writing this bill substantially as it
is in its gemeral provision, including the emergcency board, I
would add another provision which I shall not at this time
urge uwpon the House, although I think the tiwe will come
when it will be written into the law. I would give to the
President the power to call an emergency board into being
whenever, in his judgment, he believes there is such a con-
troversy existing in the transportation system of the country
g0 serious as to threaten substantially the interruption of
interstate commerce o such a degree that any section of the
country would be deprived of essential transportation service.
Most of the Members of the House have probably read the
bill carefully enough so that they know that there is no
power given the DPresident to establish an emergency board
until the Board of Mediation has made its report to the Presi-
dent, to the effect that there is in existence a controversy so
serious as to probably threaten the deprivation of some sec-
tion of the country of essential transportation servieces. I
have no objection fto the legislative gunide carriad in the bill
as to when this Board of Mediation shall make its report. I
think that it is a proper legislative guide, but I think it would
also be a proper and sufficient legislative guide for the Presi-
dent to follow without compelling him to waif for a recom-
mendation from the Mediation Board. I take this position,
that if the time comes when the P’resident believes that the
sitnation is so seriouns that the transportation system is likely
to be interrupted so as to affect a vast gection of the country,
he ought not to be compelled to wait for a report to that
effect from those whose sole duty it is to try to mediate the
difficnlties. Some of these days I think we will see that sort
of a provision written into the law.

When this bill is read nnder the five-minute rule I am ulso
going to offer an amendment, on page 27, line 24, to strike out
the period, insert a colon, and add the following:

Provided, That the President may in his discretion extend such time
in which the report Is to be made an additional period of not to exceed
30 days.

YWhat is the reason for such amendment? This emergency

board is to be appointed. Under the language of the bill as
drawn they are to have only 30 days, and that time can not be
extended to do what—to investigate and to make a report
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Mr. Richberg, when he was before the committee, conceded that
any of these disputes could be very extensive ones, very serious;
that there might be a tremendous amount of evidence which
would have to be analyzed. True it is not intended they are to
procure all the evidence in detail as at a trial, but Mr. Rich-
berg said that there were in many cases reports and piles of
documents and evidence this high, indicating on the table, and
under the bill that he asked us to adopt without change the
board is limited to 80 days to analyze all of that evidence and
to arrive at a decision on the merits of the dispute, By all
odds let us get a report worth while, even if it means a few
days' more delay. Oh, it would be entirely safe to give the
President of this country a little discretion and a little au-
thority to extend this period of 830 days. [Applause.]

Under the leave granted me to extend my remarks I merely
want to insert some of the evidence submitted to the com-
mittee and some of the questions asked by me on a few of
the matters touched on this afternoon. Consideration of these
answers may be of value to Members in determining the merits
of some of the amendments which will be offered to-morrow:

Mr. Burrsess. You have presented this matter so fully and fairly
that 1 hesitate at this late hour to ask any more questions, Mr.
Richberg, but there are a few that occur to me that might come up
for consideration when the committee reads this bill and passes on
it section by sectlon,

With reference to section 10, relating to the emergency board—as
I understand your statement, when the board is finally selected and
has made its investigation, it is the intent of those who have framed
the bill that the report made to the President is to be a publie
report?

Mr. RiCHBERG. Yes,

Mr. Burrxess. There is, however, no language to the effect that
such report shall be public Inserted in the bill?

Mr. RICHBERG, No.

Mr. Burrxess, Would there be any objection to putting in appro-
priate language carrying out that intention in the bill?

Mr. RicHBERG., I am not gure, Mr. BurT~ess, whether there would
be any objection to that. I will give you my immediate reaction. I
do not think the matter has ever been discussed, so far as we are
concerned, because we assumed probably the report would be made
public, There might be this question involved: This board might
make a report to the Presldent in which they might arraign one
party very severely and apparently make out a very strong case against
that party. The President might ecall the party and say: “If I
make this report public, you are golng to stand in a very unenviable
light before public opinion. You would not be able to stand up
against it, and I think you had Dbetter comcede gracefully without
having this report made public, rather than fo put yourselves in
the light of having had to rield to an overwhelming public con-
demnation.”

. - L] L] L] - .

Mr., BunrTxgss. Assuming that either side to the controversy, either
the carriers or the employees, might believe that the person who hap-
pened to be President at the time was somewhat biased in their par-
ticular favor, if the President in turn would have the right to keep
that report confidential, might not that to some extent lead to the very
thing that yon suggested a day or fwo ago as a danger of the emer-
geney board, that that particular side might delay, and to some extent
preventing an agreement, all in this hope, * Well, it will go on and on
and on, and eventualiy, even if it gets to the President and the decision
is against us, he will probably call us in and we can get it fixed up
then "7

Mr. RicusgrG. Of course, 1 will make this suggestion, that I do not
know whether the President’s discretion under this law would have
any effect except as a matter of courtesy, becaunse, of course, if he
creates a board and the board makes a report—I am dealing now with
a question that 1 had not considered before at all, the question as to
whether that board itself has not, in the absence of any resirictions,
ample power to give out its own report—there Is nothing preventing it
from doing it, there is nothing saying they shall make a confidential
report, and as & matter of fact there i nothing in this bill as drawn
that will prevent the board from issuing its report as it was filed with
the President.

Mr. Borrxess. But assume that we put in the word * public” be-
iween the article *a" and the word * report,” so as to read '‘and
miake a public report thereon to the I'resident "7

Mr. Ricapera. I will say, Mr., Burrxess, that this question has never
been considered and I am only giving you my offhand impression. 1 do
not think there is any difference in our thought that this is a publie
report. Now, as to what effect that might have on the law, 1 would
like fo discuss that with my associates, but I do not think there is any
difference in our ldeas that this is a public report.

Mr. WyaxT. As it is proposed, It shall be left to the discretion of the
President, whether it is public or not?
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Mr. Ricaeerc. I do not think so, under the law, because the bill
as drawn provides that they shall investigate the fact and report
to the President. Now, while they say “report to the President™
it does not say " make a counfidential report”—the reports of the
departments here are all publlc documents—all ordinary reports of
the departments here in Washington made to the President under
the law are public documents. 1 do not know whether these laws
in all instances say they shall be public documents, and 1 do not
gay all reports are public documents. I know a great many cases
where the law provides that reports shall be made to the President.

Mr. PHiLnips. Of course they could make the report confidential
if they saw fit?

Mr. RicHBERG. I suppose go; yes.

Mr. BurTxESS. I notice also that this provision does not indlcate
the nature of the report. The word “report™ is a very genmeral term.
Almost any sort of a document might be regarded as some sort of a
report. [ gather, however, from the statement that you have made,
that the report shall set out specifically the facts and views of this
emergency board upon the merits of the controversy that is involved.
Am 1 right in that?

Mr. RicHBERG, Probably. 1 assumed that they will make the kind
of report that they think s needed by the situation and would be most
helpful. '

Mr. BrrrNeEss. And set out in that report—as 1 have gathered,
at any rate—the weaknesses of the positions of both parties, if such
oecur to them, as well as the strength and the fairness of their posi-
tion in other respects, Would there be any objection to making that
plainer by including appropriate words showing that that is really
the intent of Congress if this bill is enacted, that this report which
goes to the President is to include not necessarily a declsion but to in-
clude at least the facts and the views of this board upon the contro-
versy that is involved?

Mr. Ricueere. I would slmply like to say this, Mr. Burrxess, that
I know your suggestions are all belpful toward adjusting these con-
troversies, but I want to make thls suggestion so that my attitude may
not be misunderstood.

Practically unanimously the employees’ representatives in these con-
ferences opposed as a matter of principle the creation of the emer-
gency board, as I have tried to say before, not because they did not want
the public to Intervene or want the public to be informed, but becanse
they were afrald if this was held out it would postpone settlement of
the controversy, and they thought If a real emergency arose the Presi-
dent could create a board, law or no law. They conceded to the
opposing opinion the desirability of writing in an emergency board
provision. Now, every line of this has been written almost in blood
and tears, and some of them with a lot of tears, and I do say to you,
because I know your suggestions ere In the best desire to make this
law helpful, but 1 do say this in the present situation: I do hope that
the Members of Congress on both sides will not, If possible, force us
into any reconsideration of this emergeney board provision, over which
we have had a very hard time already.

L] L - L] L ] L ] -

Mr. Burryess. 1 do not believe you were here yesterday, Mr. Thom,
when I asked Mr. Richberg as to whether he thought that the 30
days allowed in section 10 to the emergency board created by that
section to make its investigations and its report to the President is
a sufficient length of time In the more involved disputes that might
arise and might possibly go up to the board. What is your judgment
as to that?

Mr. TuoMm, That matter, Mr, BURTXESS, was a matter, I am told,
of negotiation, the carriers asking a longer period and the repre-
sentatives of labor deeming this period sufficient. This was finally
agreed upon.

Now, as to its adequacy. I think that a labor dispute is not gen-
erally a matter which involves detalled examination.. When it comes
to the question of Interrupting transportation there are large forces at
work ; there are large considerations which will determine the justice
or Injustice of the attitude of either party, and it is not likely that
in those larger matters the things that would really determine the decl-
slon as to what is just or unjust—it is not likely that a declsion in
respect to that can not be reached within 30 days.

Mr. Burryess. It will take a little time for this board to get to-
gether and organize. It would probably be selected from different
parts of the country, and I take it that it must set up a certain amount
of machinery. You wounld agree to that, would you not?

Mr. THoM. I should suppose that the President would likely appoint
a commission that would get together very promptly.

Mr. Burrxess. They would have to appear very promptly?

Mr. Troum. Very likely. There is an occasion for promptness, If
there is going to be an interruption of transportation, you want your
remedy at once. -

Mr. BorTsess. The thought occurred to me that there might come
before it in some cases a tremendous amount of information and evi-
dence and testimony, possibly taken at different times, by the Board of
Mediation—mnot necessarily in the nature of testimony, but information
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gathered by the Board of Mediatlon that had tried to settle it. They
would have to analyze the information that was avallable, and then
arrive at a conclusion. And it oceurred to me that in some cases 80
days would prove such a shori time that instead of doing a good,
thorough job in the matter they might arrive at a decision which
wounld be more or less halfeocked and would not be as valuable to the
President or to the public or to the parties in dispute if they were not
working against that sort of time Nmit.

Mr. TroM. That is conceivable, Mr. Burrxess. The situvation here
is this, however: As I eay, this provision marks what these gentlemen,
in the sensitive situation internally of a great many of thelr organiza-
tlons, regard as a very great step in advance of anything they have
herctofore agreed to. They feel that they do not want anything but
a prompt method of dealing with the sitnation in the case of an emer-
gency board. We feel that measures ean be taken by an emergency
board that would probably command the respect of the public within
the tlme that these gentlemen want, and we are therefore willing to
agree to make the effort.

Mr. Burrsess. What is your understanding, Colonel Thom, as to
whether the report to be made to the President under the wording of
this bill would be a public report or not?

Mr. Taoum. It has to be a public report; that is my impression.

Mr. Bunrxess. The bill dees not so state?

Mr. Trnom, Why, the President is a public officer, and the very object
of it, the implication from the whole business, is that the report that
18 made to him shall be public, and If he does not pigeonhole it, it will
be made publle. Every inclination on hig part, if he appoints & com-
mission, would be to recelve a report which would be made publie.
That would be the very object of it.

Mr. BurrsEss. At any rate, it has been the understanding of the
proponents of the measure, If I understand you correctly, that the
report is to be a public report?

Mr. THoM. Undoubtedly. 1 have not discussed that with these gen-
tlemen, but that is my opinfon. Do you agree with that, Mr. Richberg?

Mr. RicHBERG, Yes,
- - L] L] L L] -

Mr. Walber, vice president of the New York Central Lines,
was an important witness, as he was one of those who nego-
tiated the agreement for this bill:

Mr. Burryess. Now, Mr. Walber, in connection with the gquestions
asked by Mr. SHALLENXBERGER pertaining fo the attitude that the Inter-
state Commerce Commission would take with reference to either in-
creases or decreases—I do not care which—that might have been made
in the wage schedule by agreement of the interested parties, do you
mean to ifup'ly that whenever there might be applications either for
increases or decreases of rates because of changed conditions in the
wage schedule that the commission would first examine whether those
inecreases or decreases in the wage schedule are fair and reasonable?
Would they not rather assume that unless the agreement reached had
been reached through collusion or fraud of some sort that it is fair
and act accordingly, and that they would not of themselves, either
under the policy as laid down in the law or otherwise, enter Into the
question as to the fairness of the wages?

My, Warser, 1 believe that unless some one challenged the justice
of that wage bill, which the railroad would include in Ifs expenses,
the commission would accept it. But I had the personal experience
as a witness before the commission of belng questioned with reference
to the right of a railroad to Include as a part of its expense the in-
crease in thelr wage bill prodoced by an arbitration award. I had to
have the question asked me three or four times before I understood it.
It seemed so far from the proper guestion that 1 could not balieve
the man meant it when he asked the question, because look at the
alternative that faces the roads when they arbitrare,

Mr. Brrrxess, This was a question put to you Iy an examiner?

Mr. Warser., By one of the counsel for the trafic assogiations; that
is, the shippers’ associations,

Mr. Burryess, It was not put to you by the Interstate Comiserce
(‘ommission ?

Mr. WaALBER, No; Mr, Justice Brandels was then the solicitor for
the commission. I do not think he took the question seriously.

Mr. Burrxess. In other words, then, in that particular case that
you refer to the wage schedule had been challenged by somebody?

Mr. WaLBgegr. Correct.

Mr. BurTxgss. The polnt is this: I thought there might be an im-
pression ereated by Mr. SHALLENDERGER'S questions, and possibly also
by your answers, that it would be the duty In each particular ense of
the Interstate Commerce Commission, before it proceeds to determine
rates at all, and in each and every case, to investigate the fairness of
the wage schedule, even though that schedule had teen srranged and
agreed upon by the parties: and, as I understand it, that schedule
would be accepted by the Interstate Commerce Commlssion, pcima
facie at least, as a perfectly fair and proper schedule unless it shonld
be attucked hy some party on the ground of collusion, or some other
ground, when I conceive that they might then properly investigate thal
guestion.
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Mr. WarLBer, Well, you have stated my understanding better than
I can do It myself,

Mr. BurrxEss. That is all

The CratrMAN. Mr. HoCH.

Mr. HocH. The case in which you were questioned, as I understand
it, was a case where there had been an award of arbitration?

Mr, Warees. Yes, sir.

Mr. HocH. You would not have been surprised if that guestion had
been asked you in a case where the wage scale had been fixed by an
agreement, would you?

Mr. WaLeen. No; I wounld not.

Mr. HocH. Do you know of any case in which the Interstate Com-
merce Commission has refused an increase of rates on the ground that
there was not economical and efficient managemont ?

Mr, WarLssr. Well, I do not follow the decisions of the Interstate
Commerce Commission in these traflic matters. I do follow their rol-
ings with reference to matters affecting labor, but in regard to trafiie
matters I would have to ask to be excused, becanse I am not associated
with that department of the railroad. I am not ¢ompetent to answer
that question, Mr. HocH.

L] . L L] - - L

Mr. Easley, chairman of the executive council of the Na-
tional Civic Federation, supporting this measure, testified in
part as follows as to the report to be made by the so-called
*emergency board " : '

Mr. Brerrxess. What about the report that they finally make to
the President? Do you want that to be a publie report?

Mr. Easrey. Certainly. I do not see why it should not be.

Mr. BurTyess. Can you conceive any reason in the world why it
should not be a public report?

Mr. EasiEy. Offhand, I can not.

Mr. BurT~Eess, Your organization is in favor of it being made a
public report?

Mr, Easrey. That detail has never been disenssed.

Mr, BrerNESs. But you personally have given eareful thought and
consideration to the question, and you say you are in favor of a public
report ? B

Mr. Eastey, It s not a point to which I have given any special
thought, but I do not sfe why there should be any secret about it.
However, the President could use his own discretion, as there is noth-
ing in the bill on that point.

Mr. Brrryess, That is all

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has again ex-
pired.

Mr., CROSSER. Mr. Chairman, I yield myself 20 minutes.
[Applause.]

Mr, Chairman and members of the committee, every effort
to advance, every struggle for improvement, every longing for
better things indicates an intuition of, an inborn feeling of
the existence of perfection. The history of the human race
is the story of man’s needlessly painful struggle for happiness.
It is a record of slow advancement from the time of man's
most ignorant reliance on brute force for the purpose of effectu-
ating his personal will up to the present time, when men are
beginning to see that principle should, and, whether man will
or nof, does determine what is right, what is true, and therefore
what only can be permanent,

To the primitive man his rough club which lay at the mouth
of his cave was his God. At a later age his sword became the
object of his devotion. Always man has cherished that which
he thought would bring him good.

In the Anglo-Saxon and 20 other languages the word used.
as the name for God means good., Throughout all history,
however, the whole trouble has been due to the misunderstand-
ing of the nature and source of good. All of the agony and
sufferig of the human race has been due to the belief that
good is that which man wills should prevail. That, of course,
is a total disregard of principle. Justice is not created by per-
sons, Men can merely bring themselves into harmony with
Justice. It Is eternal, and men gradually awaken to a recogni-
tion of its existence, to a consciousness of its living essence.
This truth must have been in the mind of Burns when he wrote
the lines:

If I'm designed yon lordling’s slave—
By nature's lnw deslgn'd— -
Why was an independent wish
E'er planted in my mind?
If not, why am I subject to
His cruelty, or scorn?
Or why has man the will and power
To make his fellow mourn?

Every attribute or quality of good, called by religionists
God, is eternal, Herbert Spencer says:
That which Is real is permanent; what is not permanent is not real.
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All, then, that Is real Is good, and the apparent absence of
good is due only to men's failure to open their mental eyes
to see it. Justice requires only that it be recognized, that it
be discovered; not that it be created by human hands or
human minds.

Oh, the tragedies that have resulted from men's efforts te
enforce upon the world their go-called personal wills instead
of opening their minds to the light of justice. The misery of
the slave, the agony of war, industrial strife—in short,
“man’s inhumanity to man™—are due to men's ignorant de-
termination to enforce their own notions, whether or not they
are in harmony with the ever-existing \laws of justice. One
is tempted to feel with the poet, that—

The days of the nations show no trace
Of all the blessings so far foretold,

The cannon speaks in the teacher's place,
The world is weary with work and gold,

And high hopes wither and memories wane,
The fires on the altars and hearths are dead,

But that brave faith hath not lived In valn,
And this was all that our watcher sald.

The reassuring thought in the last two lines just quoted is
what I want to keep in mind in advocating the passage of
thig bill. Employers and employees, in asking for the enact-
ment of the measure, have recognized the certain injury to all
that comes from a resort to force to gain their ends. They
have seen the dawn of a new day. As a means of presenting
to the public both sides of labor disputes, the men and the
companies offer the plan embodied in this bill. Like a burning
glass used to focus the rays of the sun to burn a heap of rub-
bish concealing a gem, so will the investigating boards pro-
vided for in this bill focus the light of justice to dispel the
clouds of misunderstanding and confusion surrounding dis-
putes and leave only the gems of truth. I believe that, more
clearly than any measure yet considered by Congress, the bill
now before the House recognizes the truths to which I have
referred. More important, however, than the measure itself is
the fact that it has been proposed by both the railroads and
their employees, for this shows that they have seen the need
for light rather than for weapons.

The bill provides for boards of adjustment, 2 board of con-
ciliation, an emergency board, and boards of arbitration by
which disputes are to be settled. These boards serve in a
manner as courts to determine who is right and who is wrong,
what is just and what unjust, in disputes between railroads and
their employees,

It provides merely that the railroads and their employees
shall at all times seftle their differences by voluntary agree-
ment if possible. If they fail to agree as to wages or working
conditions, the question is to be brought before the board of
coneiliation, If that board is unable to settle the matter, the
emergency board has a period of 60 days in which to work
to bring the parties to an agreement. If the emergency board
fails to settle the dispute, the railroads and the men, if they
are willing, may bring the dispute before a board of arbitra-
tion, but they are not compelled to do so. There is no harsh
procedure provided by the terms of the bill. Neither the men
nor the companies would, by this measure, be forced to do any-
thing not now required of them by law. On the other hand,
all that could, by reason of this bill, be done by them to settle
their disputes can now be done lawfully, if the parties were
willing to do if.

The bill is an attempt to enable both employees and managers
to deal with each other as freemen in regard to conditions of
service and to make as sure as possible that neither shall be-
come ruthless tyrants over the others. The idea pervading the
whole bill is that men naturally desire to do right if given
equal opportunity and equal voice with others interested in
determining what is right. The most hopeful assurance of the
suceess of the measure is the fact that both the railroads and
the men are earnestly urging its passage.

Shall we then foolishly refuse to pass this measure providing
means for the settlement of railroad-labor disputes? For
centuries men of pure heart and clear mind have appealed for
the use of reason instead of force for the settlement of con-
troversies. Shall we now ignore their appeal? Shall we urge
employer and employee to war when by providing them this
means for settling their troubles we may have peace? Surely
not. There are, of course, still some arrogant people who
deny the right of workmen to discuss the right or wrong of
terms of employment which may be offered them. Such people
believe that the employee should, without protest, withount dis-
cussion, accept what is offered for his services and be meekly
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grateful for it. They say that if the man seeking employment
is not satisfled with what 1s offered him he should go else-
where. At first that might seem reasonable, but a little thought
will show us that the means of production necessary to labor is
controlled by a comparatively few, called employers, and that
every employer in the same kind of business makes practically
like terms and conditions for his employees. It was this fact
which led to cooperation and organization among workmen for
thelr mutual benefit and protection. Alone and unassisted by
his fellow workmen the employee was compelled to accept for
his labor enough only for a mere existence. That was in-
tolerable. Civilization can not advance, the human race will
not fully develop mentally or physically, until men are free
from want and the fear of want.

Nevertheless, in the struggle for industrial freedom and
economic justice to assure the payment to men of the full
product of their toil, the purpose of those in the forefront of
battle has not been to make millionaires of the sppressed
nor to make employees the dictators of the world. Rather has
it been their earnest desire to establish conditions which will
enable men, employees and employers alike, to deal fearlessly
and fairly with one another for honest service and just pay-
ment therefor.

When real freedom of thought and action for all men has
been established, then will the fear of involuntary poverty
vanish, Then will the hearts of men grow stronger, their
visions broaden, their ideals become loftier. Then, in a word,
will character begin to shine forth in full splendor. To this
end only is it worth while to strive for things. Burns well
states the true and only value of material wealth in the words:

To catch dame Fortune's golden smile,
Assiduous walt upon her:

And gather gear by ev'ry wile
That's justify'd by honor;

Not for to hide it in a hedge,
Nor for a train attendant;

But for the glorious privilege
Of being independent.

Let us pass this bill by an overwhelming vote, and if its
enactment aids in the establishment of the relgn of justice—
as I know it will—we shall be happy for our part in making
it law. [Applause.] 3 X

Let me discuss now for a moment the proposed Hoch amend-
ment. They tell us that the public is not protected by the
bill In its present form. Is that so? Since when did these
millions of workmen and stockholders cease to be a very large
part of the public? Certainly they constitute a very sub-
stantial part of the public. They tell us that the Interstate
Commerce Commission, in considering a change of freight or
passenger rates, might be barred by the terms of this bill from
considering the reasonableness of an arbitration award regard-
ing wages. The present law clearly gives the Interstate Com-
merce Commission, in determining the question whether or
not rates should be increased or decreased, the right to con-
sldeg the reasonableness of wages. Let me read the language
of the act:

In the exercise of its power to prescribe just and reasonable rates
the commission shall Initiate, modify, establish, or adjust such rates
so that carriers * * * will, under honest, eficient, and economical
management and reasonable expenditures for maintenance of way,
structures, and eguipment, earn ,2n aggregate annual net rallway
operating income equal, as nearly as may be, to a fair return apon
the aggregate value of the railway property of such earriers held for
and used in the service of transportation.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield there?

Mr, CROSBSER. Yes.

Mr, JOHNSON of Texas. I am interested in this question
whether or not, if this bill is passed without amendment, the
Interstate Commerce Commission will still have that power?

Mr. CROSSER. I am coming fo that. That is why I read
the langnage just quoted. It states as clearly as language can
express it that the Interstate Commerce Commission, in con-
sidering an increase or decrease of freight or passenger rates,
can consider the reasonableness or unreasonableness of wages
paid by the railroads, and can consider every other expendi-
ture bearing upon the subject of economical management.
Does anyone here dare fo say that if an advance of wages is
justifiable, is reasonable, yet that if it affects rates we should
refuse the inerease? T do not think that any persen here will
go quite as far as that, Of conrse, the Interstate Commerce
Commission ean increase freight rates and passenger rates if
it considers the expenditures made by the management of the
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railroads to be reasonable. Does any Member of this House
wish to go so far as to say that even if the wages agreed upon

are just, or if the wages fixed by an arbltration board are

just, vet notwithstanding these facts the Interstate Commerce
Commission shonld refuse to readjust rates accordingly?

Mr. HOOH, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CROSSER. Yes.

Mr. HOCH. The gentleman does not understand that anyone
here intended that a fair and just agreement should be disre-
garded by the commission. The gentleman does not want to be
unfair?

Mr. CROSSER. Certainly not.

Mr. HOOH. I agree with every statement the gentleman has
made, if they think the wage involved is unjust to the public.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr. CROSSER. Yes.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The one proposition here is that
the Interstate Commerce Commission has the right to decide
whether an agreement between the road and the men is reason-
able. The contention of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr,
Hoce] is that the commission is to have the power to con-
sider the merits of any such arbitration award, not the agree-
ment of the parties but the decision of the appellate court over
the award of the arbitrating board. That is a different propo-
sition®

Mr. CROSSER. Yes; that is a different proposition. But it
makes no difference whether the wage is fixed by express
agrecment of the partles, or by award of an arbitration board.

The commission has full power to consider the reasonableness
of wages when it is determining rates. The language is too
plain to require discussion. But gentlemen ask, What is the
harm in saying that the commission shall have power to con-
gider wage awards in determining rates if the commission has
the power now? Let me ask why it Is that none of these
gentlemen who have become so hysterical about having it
made certain that these wage rates shall be reviewed by the
Interstate Commerce Commission—why it is that they never
have thought of directing the commission's attention so rpecifi-
cally to the expenditures by the companies for rails, cars, rail-
way stations, or a hundred other things?

Mr. ARNOLD, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CROSSER. Yes.

Mr. ARNOLD. After the arbitration award becomes a de-
cree of court—and it may be under the provisions of the bill—
does the gentleman think that the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission will ever hold a decree of that kind to be unreason-
able and refuse to adjust rates in accordance with it?

Mr. CROSSER. I understand the gentleman’s question.
What he really wants to know is this, Whether or not the award
of a board of arbitration, after it becomes a matter of ree-
ord, would have great moral effect on the Interstate Com-
merce Commission? Why, of course it would. We are pro-
viding for arbitration on the theory that it determines reason-
ably weil what is right; and I would be very much surprised
if the Iuterstate Commerce Commission should be so Indiffer-
ent to the public weal as to wholly ignore the judgment of an
arbitration board created according to law. Of course, they
will give moral support to it, and the commission should do so.

Mr. ARNOLD. Does not the gentleman think it would have
more than moral effect?

Mr. CROSSER. No; absolutely not. It could not have more
than meral effect under the language of the present act.

Mr. HOCH. Will the gentleman yield?
Mr. CROSSER. Yes.
Mr. HOCH. The gentleman referred a moment ago to a dis-

tinction between reasonableness of wages and reasonableness
of other expenditures. As the gentleman ecalled our attention a
moment ago, the language of the present transportation act
does give them the power to supervise such expenditures.

Mr. CROSSER. Not any more than the other expenditures.

Mr. HOCH. Not at all. :

Mr. CROSSER. Looking to economical management they
can review all expenditures.

Alr, HOCH. Certainly; and they ought to be kept with the
power to review all of them.

Mr. CROSSER. There is not a specific statement in the law
about the commission’s power to consider particularly any ex-
penditures. There is nothing said about considering the rea-
sonableness of expenditures for roadbeds or anything else. I
have just read the law,

Mr. HOCH. The gentleman knows the langunage is reason-
able expendltures for maintenance, structures, and equipment.
That is in the law now.

Mr. CROSSER. I have read that
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Mr. HOCH,
ment.

Mr, CROSSER. No; it is not.

Mr, LOZIER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CROSSER. For a question; but do not take up too
much of my time, please,

Mr, LOZIER. In the last analysis the Interstate Commerce
Commission has plenary power now.

Mr, CROSSER. Absolutely.

Mr. LOZIER. And there is nothing in this bill that emascu-
lates that power.

Mr. CROSSER. Or, that divests the commission of that
power. And moreover, if the commission has not now that
power, this amendment does not give it the power. [Applause.]

If I were one of those who really believed that the law does
not now give the commission the power and that it shouid have
that power, then I would make this amendment so clear in its
language as to make it absolutely sure that the Interstate Com-
merce Commission would be required to review every wage
award. But the advocates of the Hoch amendment admit that
there is no language in the bill which takes away from the
commission any power which it now has. Well, if the commis-
sion now has the power to consider the reasonableness of wages,
there is not a thing in the bill now that takes away that power.
But they ask, if the substance of the Hoch amendment is now
law, what is the objection to it? The objection is that it is an
open and specific invitation to the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission to review every wage settlement and so discourage, il
not prevent, any effort to establish peace in the railroad busi-
ness. That is the objection to it. It is an open invitation Lo
upset every wage settlement that may be made.

Mr. WINGO. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CROSSER. I yield to the gentleman for a question.

Mr. WINGO. I would like to get the gentleman's idea on
this proposition, becanse this feature is worrying me somewhat
in trying to make up my mind with reference to this particular
amendment, It Is true now that under the law they can pass
npon the reasonableness of all these expenditures, ineluding
WaZes,

Mr. CROSSER. Yes.

Mr. WINGO. DBecause they have original jurisdiction of
that guestion by specific grant of statute. As I understand
your bill, this arbitration award is filed in a court, and it he-
comes, by the very language of the bill, a final decree. Now,
can any other body attack that decree collaterally?

Mr. CROSSER. No; I do not see how it eounld.

AMlr. WINGO. That is the question that Is bothering me. If
they can not do it collaterally—

Mr. CROSSER. Let me answer the gentleman's question.

Mr, WINGO. May I state the other proposition so that the
gentleman can cover my whole trouble? If they can not at-
tack it collaterally, then is it not binding and conclusivet

Mr. CROSSER. As between the parties. )

Mr. WINGO. TUntil attacked direetly,

Mr, CROSSER, As between the parties only.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Not as to the publie,

Mr. CROSSER. It is only binding as between the parties.
That is all. The language is clear all through the bill. Let
me read the language of the bill:

Shall provide that the award when so filed shall be final and con-
clusive——

The CHAIRMAN,
has expired.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman five
minutes more.

Mr. CROSSER. This is the language of the bill:

Bhall provide that the award when so filed shall be final and con-
clusive upon the parties.

All through that section and throughout the bill it is pro-
vided that the award shall be final and conclusive upon the
parties.

Mr. WINGO. May I ask another question?

Mr. CROSSER. And the gentleman is lawyer enongh to
know that no matter what kind of judgment may be entered
in a controversy between the gentleman and myself, the rights
of nobody else can be affected by that judgment. So would it
be with the wage award.

There would be no necessity for making the award a judg-
ment of court if the board of arbitration were given some
machinery to carry into effect the terms of any arbitration
award that may be made. There is no necessity for providing
for such boards another set of clerks and marshals. The
awards can be entered on the records of the courts and then

And that is an answer to the gentleman's state-

The time of the gentleman from Ohlo
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be enforced as original judgments of the court; but, mark you,
only upon the parties to the award, :

Mr. WINGO. What do you think would be the answer to
this question? Suppose they get into a dispute over a pro-
posed raise in wages and they can not agree, and, finally, there
is an arbitration award that is filed in the court, and then the
railroads go to the Interstate Commerce Commission, and one
of the grounds for increased rate is that this arbitration award
has added a certain number of millions of dollars to the oper-
ating expenses by way of wages, and suppose it should be
urged there that that is binding only uwpon the parties and
that it is not binding upon the Interstate Commerce Commis-
gion, I understand that is your position.

Mr. CROSSER. Yes.

Mr. WINGO. Suppose this answer is made to the Interstate
Commerce Commission: While it is true that it is only bind-
ing uwpon the parties so far as the language of your act is
concerned, yet Congress did not undertake to specifically alter
or change, by any direct provision, the anthority of the Inter-
state Commerce Commission, and suppose it was argued they
would still have the same power they had all the time, what
would be your answer to that?

Mr. CROSSER. I would say, as I have already said, that
the Interstate Commerce Commission still would have the power
to review wage scales,

Mr. WINGO. Suppose the other answer is made, that by
implication at least we are taking that power away from them.

Mr. CROSSER. I have allowed the gentleman to use a lot
of my time, and I regret I must decline to yield further.

Mr. WINGO. I was not asking these questions in a contro-
versial spirit. I am in trouble as to what would be the effect,
and I want to get the gentleman's idea about it.

Mr. CROSSHER. It seems to me perfectly clear that this
arbitration award ean rise to no higher dignity than an agree-
ment deliberately made by the parties. What actually happens
in the case of an arbitration award is simply that the parties
aunthorize three gentlemen or six gentlemen to get together and
write an agreement for them.

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CROSSER. I will yield.

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Is not the great danger in giving the
commission power under the amendment that it prolongs the
final decision on the meriis?

Mr. CROSSER. I do not admit that it gives the commis-
sion any more power than it already has or takes away any
power. The amendment invites it to meddle in every arbitra-
tion award, although for years we have heard complaints about
men being unwilling to arbitrate.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Ohio
has expired.

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from
Nebraska [Mr. McLAUGHLIN].

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman and gen-
tlemen of the committee, I wish to congratulate the members
of the Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee for the
great service they have rendered to the country in reporting
favorably the bill under consideration.

After reading the bill and the report carefully it is my judg-
ment that the provisions of this measure will add to the effi-
ciency of the transportation system by affording a sane and
practical method for the settlement of disputes between the
operators and the employees. By providing in this manner
for a better understanding between those concerned and for
an effective settlement of points of dispute increased efficiency
will follow in the transportation service. The great agricul-
tural States, in the center of the Nation, which are obliged to
ship out a great portion of what they produce and ship in a
very large proportion of what they buy, are at a disadvan-
tage, and anything that will add to the efficiency of the trans-
portation system will add to their convenience and prosperity.
The United States ships over the various railroads of the eoun-
. try every year in intrastate and inferstate commerce more
tonnage than is carried annually by the railroads in all the
rest of the world. We are so mutually dependent upon one
another in every section of the country for the necessities
we manufacture and produce that when the transportation
arteries of the Nation are tied up, even for a day, there is not
only great inconvenience incurred in every part of the Nation,
especially in the large centers of population, but even the
health and welfare of the people are jeopardized.

Gentlemen, I have had the esteemed privilege of associa-
tion with you here in this branch of the Congress for seven
years, and I have not burdened you by occupying a great deal
of time in debate, po with your sufferance in the remarks I
am about to make I wish to say a few things about the great
State of Nebraska. With all of the advertisement the Nation
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regularly receives concerning the wonders of California and
Florida and some other parts of the Nation, I believe Nebraska
is entitled to some consideration.

I am reminded of a booster from California who was asked
to say a few words at a funeral service; whereupon he re-
sponded, “ I was not sufficiently acquainted with the deceased
to add anything to what has already been sald by others, but,
if it is in order, I would like to make a few remarks on Cali-
fornia.”

While I have no desire to make any statement out of order,
I do believe, in view of the transportation problems now under
consideration, Nebraska and ofher States which require large
shipping facilities are properly entitled to a hearing.

Nebraska is one of the States in the interior, which, because
of its great production of agriculture products, must have
in common with her adjoining States adequate and effective
transportation service every day of the year. It may be in-
teresting to my colleagues, who have not had the opportunity or
taken the time to study the great productivity and possibilities
of the State, which we Nebraska Representatives are justly
proud to represent, to take note of the following facts:

There are five great crop staples upon which civilization
depends—bread stuffs, meat stuffs, wool, sugar, and cotton.
Only one State in the Union produces four of the five in sur-
plus, and that State is Nebraska. We produce a surplus of
all of these staples except cotton. Our butter and egg produc-
tion every year is worth more money than all the gold and
silver dug from the mines of the United States and its pos-
sessions. Our corn crop is worth more than the citros-fruit
crop of California. We produce more beef and pork per
capita than any other State. Nebraska is the third largest
wheat-producing State, the third largest corn-producing State,
and the third largest alfalfa-producing State, and the youngest
State of the Union which produces these things in surplus.

Nebraska hens annually produce 300,000,000 dozen eggs, or
3,600,000,000 eggs, which placed end to end would make a line
of eggs over a hundred thousand miles long, or reaching four
times around the earth at the Bquator. They are worth more
annually than the steel rails rolled in the Pennsylvania mills.
Notwithstanding this tremendous production in Nebraska, a
noted economist recently stated that Nebraska is only realizing
one-tenth of the potential possibilities from Nebraska's fertile
goiL

Omaha is the largest butter market in the world, and the
world’s second largest livestock market. In the little town of
Deshler, Nebr., located in Thayer County in the fourth district,
which I represent, is the largest broom factory in the world,
where shipments of brooms are made to almost every country
on earth.

Mr. Will M. Maupin, a well-known newspaper man in Ne-
braska, now econnected with the Omaha Bee and who was
recently labor commissioner of Nebraska, has pictured some
of these statisties in a most interesting manner. In his im-
agination, after compiling his figures on Nebraska products, he
loaded all of the grains and grasses, all of the poulfry, eggs,
and butter, all of the livestock and fruit annually produced in
the State on freight cars of standard size, loaded to full
capacity. In order to assemble these cars he had to have plenty
of room, so in his imagination he took them all over to the
vicinity of St. Petersburg, Russia, where there was unlimited
space. He coupled all of these cars into one train, attached
a locomotive, and started out. From St. Petersburg he sent
the train down to the coast of the Baltic: then across Ger-
many, Holland, and Belgium; thence across an imaginary
bridge to England; across England over an imaginary bridge
over the Irish Channel to Ireland; across the Atlantic over an
imaginary bridge to New York; from New York to Buffalo;
from Buffalo to Cleveland; from Cleveland to Chicago; from
Chicago to Omaha (where, of course, they stopped for ecoal
and water) ; from Omaha to Salt Lake City; from Salt Lake
City to San Francisco. Then he started the engine out on an
imaginary bridge built 1,750 miles westward into the Pacific
Ocean, and the moment the locomotive tipped off the end of the
imaginary bridge 1,750 miles west of the Golden Gate, the
caboose was just leaving 8t. Petersburg. That train was-more
than 11,500 miles long, every car filled with produects of Ne-
braska soil, raised in a single year. If the engineer had desired
to blow the whistle of the engine as a signal fo the conductor
in the eaboose, he would have had to blow it 9 hours and 18
minutes ahead of the time he expected the conductor to hear it.

Naturally, my colleagnes, we Nebraskans are proud of our
State. We have a fertile soil, a most healthful climate, and a
citizenship that for energetic effort, intelligence, and whole-
hearted good fellowshlp, is not surpassed by any other citizen-
ship in the world. Former Secretary of Agriculture Wilson,
while &8 member of the Cabinet, declared the Blue Valley
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country of Nebraska, which I now represent, to be the richest
agricultural area of the world. I heard a story one time of a
bishop who dreamed he died and went to heaven. He was
being shown about that wonderful, ethereal eity, through the
streets of gold and by the pure, sparkling fountains and
rivulets, past the tree of life which produced * 12 manner of
fruits ” annually and which fruoits were for the healing of
the nations. As he was congratulating himself and all others
who had been so fortunate as to be admitted into that heavenly
city, where complete happiness reigned, where eternal life was
assured, and where all tears had been wiped away, he sud-
denly spied one lone man whose both feet were chained fo a
tree. This greatly aroused his curiosity, and he said to the
angelic guide who was showing him about, * Why do you have
this man chained?” Whereupon the guide replied, “ While
on earth he lived in Nebraska and he wants to return.”

Inasmuch as Nebraska and other States in the center of the
country produce a very large part of the necessary food of
the Nation and the world, it is imperative in the interest of
both producer and consumer that we have adequate and eco-
nomical transportation service. There must be a way worked
out for the reduction of freight rates, and that speedily. The
cost of shipping our raw products out and of shipping our
manufactured articles and processed foodstuffs in is entirely
too high in proportion to the price received for our products.
We pay the freight going and coming. To the end that better
and cheaper transportation shall be afforded those whose duty
it is in large part to feed the world, Nebraska is naturally in
favor of the earliest possible development of the inland water-
ways. The Mississippi and her tributaries, including the
Missouri as far north as Yankton, 8. Dak., must be developed
for barge service at the very earliest hour. In my judgment,
one of the greatest things that the Government can do to help
solve the agricultural problem in the future is to develop these
waterways., Compared with other nations, we are far behind
in water transportation. Nature has given us these great river
systems, and it only requires the engineering hand of man,
with the expenditure of a few million dollars, to perfect and
conneet @& chain of inland waterways which will exeel all
others in the world.

Nebraska, too, is tremendously infterested in the speediest
possible construction of a canal from the Great Lakes to the
Aflantic coast, sufficient in depth to permit ocean liners to
dock at the lake ports for the purpose of loading and unload-
ing their cargoes,

As a member of the Agriculture Committee of the House, I
am in favor of working out as guickly as possible the best
farm-relief measure that can be had, so far as Congress can,
by legislation, render aid in this direction, but my belief is
that by the construction and perfection of these inland water-
ways and the construction of an ocean canal from the Lakes
to the Atlantic, a greater and more far-reaching service and
help will be extended to the agricultural Srates of the Central
West than has yet been realized in the entire history and de-
velopment of the Nation.

AMr. BARKLEY. Mr. Chairman, how much time is there
remaining?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky has 20
minntes remaining, and the gentleman from New York 13
minutes,

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 13 minutes to the
genfleman from Maine [Mr. Beeoy].

Mr. BEEDY. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the eommit-
tee, I am very mueh indebted to the Members of the House for
the intelligent manner in which while in session in Committea
of the Whole this subject has been discussed. In my attempt
to pursue the issme I myself have at fimes become confused
not only as to certain provisions in the existing law but as to
the import and effect of certain conditions and provizions in
the proposed law. In the course of the debate some exchange
of ideas was indulged in between the gentleman from Ken-
tucky [Mr. Barkrey], the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr.
Winao], and myself with reference to the meaning of section
3 in the existing transportation act of 1920, which gives to the
Labor Board the power of suspending wage agreements, I
think I am now clear myself on the provisions of that law,
and I submit it to the membership of the House so that they
may formulate their own conclusions.

The provision to which I wish to eall attention reads as fol-
lows. It is seetion 3, subsection (b) :

The Labor Board may upon its own motion within 10 days after the
decision, in accordance with the provisions of section 801, of any dis-
pute with respect to wages or silarles of employees or subordinate
officlals of earriers, suspend the operation of such deciston If the Labor
Board is of the opinion that the decision involves such an increase in
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wages or salaries as will be likely to necessitate a substantial readjust-
ment of the rates of any carrler.

Now, let us turn back to section 301. What kind of a decision
can be made under that provision? 1t reads:

It shall be the duty of all carriers and their officers, employees, and
agents to exert every reasonable effort and adopt every available means
to avold any interruption to the operation of any ecarrier growing out
of any dispute between the earrier and the employers or subordinate
officials thereof. All such disputes shall be considered and, if possible,
decided in conference between representatives designated and anthor-
ized so to confer by the carriers, or the employees or subordinate
officials thereof, directly interested in the dispute.

When such disputes have been decided, decisions are, of
course, made, aud it is those decisions which under the terms
of this act, I contend, are to be suspended under the powers
herein grauted to the Labor Board. They result from those
disputes * decided in conference between representatives desig-
nated and authorized,” and so forth.

The remainder of the section provides that if any decision is
not reached in the conference the dispute shall be submitted
to the Labor Board. Obviously, the Labor Board can not suspend
a decision where there was a failure to make any. Therefore
the only decision possible within the terms of section 301 is
that growing out of a dispute between the representatives of
the carriers and the employees, and passed upon in conference.
Such is the decision which, if it involves such an Increase in
wages as will be likely to necessitate a substantial readjust-
ment of the rates of any carrier, such is the decision which
under existing law the Railroad Labor Board may suspend.
Such a power is vital to the interests of all concerned. The
most grievous fault in this bill is that it fails to transfer
the power now reposed in the Railway Labor Board to any
other agency of the Government. Surely such a transfer could
work mo harm to the railroad employee, and It could work
no harm to the railroad executive. It would exist as a mere
reviewing power to be exercised in behalf of all concerned if,
and only if, the power to make voluntary wage agreements
were abused. Such power to suspend might never be ex-
ercised. It never has been exercised under existing law,
but its value as a deterrent fo uneconomie wage-dispute set-
tlements is inestimable. Such a power should be carried for-
ward into the bill under consideration. But the fact is that
the parties who have agreed upon this bill are opposed to any
such power of suspension and review, They say, “Pass this
bill just as we wrote it.”" They say, “Let us have this law
just as we want it. Let us then experiment with it, and then
it it fails, the publie through leglslation may take such steps as
it may deem necessary.”

My answer to that is that if parties wish to make an ex-
periment in our laboratory, we are perfectly willing—yes. we
will even encourage the experiment. But I want some pre-
cautionary steps taken which will prevent the blowing up of
our lahoratory while the experiment is going on,

Let us not deceive ourselves at all about the provisions of
this bill. There is not only no such protective vr precautionary
provision in it—but the so-called Hoch amendment, which is
to be offered, does not contain the proper remedy. The pro-
posal embodied in the Hoch amendment and its relation to this
bill is similar to the case of a man who, unable to use his
arm, is suffering from neuritis, in view of which it is proposed
to put a plaster on his big tee. You may adopt the Hoch
amendment, and it may prove helpful, but if you wish to apply
the proper corrective you will insert in this bill a provision
designed to transfer to the Interstate Commerce Commigsion
the power now lodged in the Railway Labor Board to suspend
a wage agreement which threatens to necessitate substantial
rate readjustments until all the facts can be investigated.

Let me call attention to another provision in this bill, the
proviso under section 7. We are told that there is a legal and
moral obligation on the parties under the terms of this bill to
submit their disputes finally to arbitration. Read with me the
proviso injected into section 7, to which I think no one has yet
directed our attention:

Provided, however, That the fallure or refusal of elther party to sub-
mit a controversy to arbitration sghall not be construed as a violatlon
of any legal obligation imposed upon such party by the terms of this
act or otherwise,

So that under the terms of that provision there is no obliga-
tion, legal or moral, upon either party to submit thelr disputes
to arbitration by a process elther within or without the provi-
sions of law.

I call attention to another thing, and it seems to me that it is
unmistakable. There is no provision here to preserve the
status quo pending attempts to seftle disputes. The attorney
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for the employees, Mr. Richberg, finally admitted that he did
not know whether the bill provided for that or not, and Mr.
Thom, who represented the other side, said in the Senate hear-
ings when asked if the so-called status quo clause in section 10
of the bill was not a purely voluntary arrangement between
the parties and whether there was any way of enforcing it,
here is his reply:

1 think that we could write machinery into the bill, but it was not
consldered necessary.

Mr. Thom knew very well that there was no provision in
this bill assuring the public uninterrupted transportation dur-
ing wage disputes. Yet, in the enactment of legislation of
this sort it is the prime obligation of Members of Congress
under their oaths to make provision for continuous transpor-
tation in the public interest.

When my colleague, Mr, NeLson, inquired in the course of
the House hearings whether a classifying amendment hnpos!ng
the unquestioned obligation on the parties of maintaining
transportation conditions in status guo pending disputes, his
inquiry was met with a curt refusal.

There is not in this bill, nor was there intended to be, any
assurance of protection in this regard for the party chiefly con-
cerned, the helpless publie. .

Now permit me to deal briefly with the power of the Con-
gress over Interstate commerce. This whole debate has pro-
ceeded upon the theory that we ought to pass this bill un-
amended, because Congress is powerless to interfere in wage
contracts. Is there any Member of this House who will deny
that under the Constitution power is given the Congress fo
regulate cemmerce between the States? Is there any Member
who will deny that as an incident to that power Congress
can, through the proper governmental agency, regulate rates?
Is there anybody who will say that as an incident to the
power to regulate rates the Congress is powerless to consider
wage contracts which we are assured constitute 60 per cent
of the cost of transportation? What is the ultimate interest
of the public in transportation? That transportation shall
be uninterrupted and that it shall be rendered for a reasonable
charge. Again and again the Supreme Court has said that
if you concede the end to be attained under the original grant
of constitutional power, you must concede that the Congress
ean not be deprived of the reasonable means for attaining
the end to be sought.

1 do not agree with the interpretation which some Members
seek to put upon the recent decision of the Supreme Court in
the case of Wilson against New. That case is cited here to sub-
stantiate the claim that Congress has absolutely no power to
concern itself with railway wage coniracts. Let me read you
from the majority opinion of that decision. Mr. Chief Justice
White, in that portion of the opinion where he considered the
private right of contract from the viewpoint of the railway
employee, said:

Here, again, it is obvious that what we have previously said is appli-
¢able and decisive, since whatever would be the right of an employee
engaged in a private business to demand such wages as he desires, to
leave the employment if he does not'get them, and by concert of action
to agree with others to leave upon the same condition, such rights are
necessarily subject to limitation when employment is accepted in a
buginess charged with a public interest and as to which the power to
regulate commerce possessed by Congress applled, and the resulting
right to fix in case of disagreement and dispute a standard of wages as
we have seen necessarily obtained.

Then the court went on to apply that law with such limita-
tions as were proper under the circumstances to the facts in
that case. Dissenting opinions are sometimes interesting in so
far as they show wherein there is full agreement with the
majority. I call attention now to the dissenting opinion of
Mr. Justice Day in the case under consideration. He said:

1 am not prepared to deny to Congress, in view of its constitutional
authority to regulate commerce among the States, the right to fix by
lawful enactment the wages to be paid to those engaged in such com-
meree in the operation of trains carrying passengers and freight.
While the railronds of the country are privately owned, they are
engaged in a public service, and because of that fact are subject in a
large measure to governmental control.

In the same case Mr. Justice McReynolds said:

But considering the doetrine now affirmed by a majority of the court
as established, it follows as of course that Congress has power to fix
a maximom as well as minimum wage for tralumen, * * =

It is true that in the exercise of its power under the com-
merce clause of the Constitution the Congress is limited
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by the plain inhibition of the fifth amendment. But the lengths
to which Congress may go in the regulation of interstate com-
merce are indeed far-reaching.

Let me ask you: Can Congress inflict punishment upon an
engineer who, having undertaken a certain run, abandons his
engine and refuses to carry either freight, passengers, or mail
to their destination? Does anyone doubt that power? Do you
not remember that during the recent strike of 1922 men were
prosecuted and punished by the Federal Government for desert-
ing their trains and failing to complete & run which they had
undertaken? What would Congress do to a man in charge of
a tower and the operating of switches if he should leave his
post without notice, thereby tying up traffie, if not endangering
life? Does anyone doubt the power of Congress to step in and
impose severe penalties?

What has Congress not already done in the way of inter-
fering with the liberty of contract guaranteed under the Con-
stitutlon? She has gone to the extreme of saving in effect
that two expressmen may not agree upon a rate for trans-
porting a trunk from Baltimore, Md., into the District of
Columbia without laying themselves open to prosecution for
conspiracy in restraint of trade.

The Congress has in effect said that two farmers in the
State of Maryland may not agree upon a price for which they
will market their poultry in the District of Columbia with-
out being subject to prosecution for conspiracy in restraint
of trade. Such are the restraints upon the private right of
contract imposed by the Congress under its grant of power to
regulate commerce.

The obligation Imposed upon the Congress by the Consti-
fution under the interstate commerce clause impels it at all
times to see that the flow of commerce between the States is
uninterrupted, and to that end it may strike down all barriers,
economic or physical. The commerce clanse likewise imposes
it upon the Congress to see that transportation between States
is also furnished on a reasonable-rate basis. When an un-
reasonable eost of transportation is sought to be imposed upon
the public through an uneconomic wage agreement, who shall
confend that the Congress suddenly becomes inbecile and
powerless?

My friends, I do not object to any step which will encourage
railroad executives and trainmen to settle their disputes volun-
tarily and peaceably. I do not favor compulsory arbitration.
Nor does my colleague Mr. NeLsox favor compulsory arbitra-
tion, although such a position was falsely attributed to him in
the Washington Herald of Thursday, February 25. Mr, Ner-
80N expressly stated in his speech of February 24 that com-
pulsory arbitration is repugnant to the concepts of American
government. With that assertion I am in hearty accord.

1 stand second to no man in my desire to see justice done
to the American laborer, whatever his trade. He ought never
to be forced to take up any kind of employment. He has the
right to work when and where he will. He is entitled to his
just portion of the profits of industry. His well-being is essen-
tial to the welfare of the whole. But I would say to any class
of laborers as 1 would to any class of employers, do not be so
insistent upon individual right and privilege that to grant your
request would necessitate the sacrifice of those rights which it
is the duty of this Congress to maintain for all. [Applause.]

Mr, PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from
Nevada [Mr. ArexTz].

Mr. ARENTZ. Before discussing, ever so briefly, the Parker
bill “to provide for the prompt disposition of disputes between
carriers and their employees " it is well to state at the outset
that it is my belief that the present railroad board has been
unsatisfactory to the public, the employees, and the railroad
companies.

From the Pacific coast to Washington I have heard it con-
demned by railroad workers, and its efficiont workableness
questioned by railroad officials,

The railroad workers in my State of Nevada condemn it.

I think we must all agree that compulsory arbitration is,
in the last analysis, unsatisfactory to both parties to the dis-
pute, because a settlement of any dispute under such considera-
tions is forced on elther one side or the other. An agreeient
by force is in effect no agreement at all

The personnel of any arbitration board must be made wp of
men mutually agreeable to both ®mployer and employee—the
adjustment of all differences must be in harmony with the prin-
ciples of conferences, conciliation, and arbitration.

I believe that the representatives of the carriers and the
representatives of the railroad workers have given much study
and thought to the settlement of both minor and major dis-
putes, with due regard to the interests of both parties, in
drafting this bill.
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I also sincerely believe that the interests of the third party,
namely, the publie, is given its proportionate weight in any
settlement. This has been declared necessary by employers
and employees, for, after all, the weight of public opinion must
be taken into consideration in all matters affecting transporta-
tion in which the public is so vitally interested. This is satis-
factory to the railroad workers as well as to the railroad man-
agers., The present bill is proof of this becaase this bill rep-
resents an agreed upon program on the part of the leaders of
the railroad brotherhoods and on the part of the railroad
executives of America.

The questions affecting the workers of America should arouse
the keen interest of everyone in public life. A study of the rela-
tions existing between employer and employee is, in effect, the
history of the development of the progress of industry and
transportation of our Nation. It is only within recent years
that the fogs of distrust and doubt existing between capital
on the one hand and labor on the other have been dispelied to
any appreciable degree.

Whether we meet the railroad workers as friends or neigh-

bors or in fraveling, one must come to the conclusion that
these men are of the highest type of citizenship, industrious in
their work, faithful to their employers, strong in their home
ties, and that they stand for all that is good in the community.
All they are asking is steady employment and decent wages
under proper rules and working conditions. They believe these
conditions can be maintained or brounght about by the enact-
ment of this legislation.
" I know many members of the railroad brotherhoods per-
gsonally. My work in the construction of short-line raiiroads
brought me into intimate daily contact with railroad workers.
More loyal men can not be found anywhere,

Railroad workers form an appreciable percentage of my con-
stituency. I am their representative to the same degree that
I am a representative of the rancher, the stockman, the pro-
fessional man, or the merchant. I intend always to guoard
the interests of the workingman. His difficulties and troubles
are not unknown to me.

When disputes arise in the course of their work between
themselves and their employers the men want such disputes
settled quickly and on the facts. They demand the right, and
justly so, to settle such disputes by arbitration, as is proposed
in this bill. They think it right to settle their own differences
without ecompulsory arbitration, and I shall vote for the meas-
ure which allows them to do so. If legislation now in effect
for the settlement of their disputes is unsatisfactory to either
of the parties, we as legislators should question its efficiency
in settling disputes, Surely it is only fair that such proposed
legislation should meet with the approval of both parties
affected thereby. Only to the degree that 1t s so approved
will definite and lasting results be attained under its pro-
visions,

Now, let me give yon a brief résumé of the bill before ns
to-day. 'The very foundation of the legislation sought is in
maintaining agreements between the workers on the one
hand and the employers on the other. On this point this
bill provides that all disputes between the carrier and its
employees shall be considered and, if possible, decided with
expedition in conference between representatives designated
and anthorized to confer. Who are these representatives to
be? They are representatives designated by the respective
parties, they are chosen by the respective parties without
interference, influence, or coercion exercised by either party.
The railroad workers are thus bound by a bargain written
for them by some one whem they selected, so at the outset
the bill provides for agreement, the product of conferences,
through. representatives of the parties.

In the operation of a railroad two types of differences of
opinion between the managers and the employees may arise;
these may be called minor disputes and major disputes. The
first type, minor disputes, involve discipline, grievances, and
disputes over the application and meaning of an agreement.
These disputes are of a character to be understood by those
who operate the railroad and those who work on the rail-
road, and often very difficult for an outsider to grasp.

In this bill the provision is simply made that the board
of adjustment must be created by agreement, and this is
fully provided for in sectiom 3 of the bill, which is clear and
seems satisfactory to me.

In the settlement of minor differences you will thus see
that the employees and the managers are to seftle their con-
troversies among themselves.

We now come to the second class of disputes. This major
class of disputes involves fundamental economic differences
over which serious differences are likely to result, involving
a confliet or competition of economic interests.
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As stated by Mr. Richberg, attorney for the railroad broth-
erhoods, in the hearings, .“the moment the public has an
interest in the situation the public is given a voice.” Thus
we come to a place where it is necessary to bring public inter-
venfion fo promote peace and harmony.

The bill provides for the ereation of a Government Board
of Mediation of five members, the provision being made that
none of these members shall be pecuniarily or otherwise
interested in either the carrlers or the employees. It is essen-
tial that they should be unbiased, and only to the extent that
they are unbiased can they represent the workers in the true
sense of the word.

The primary function of this Board of Mediation is to per-
suade the parties into agreement; the final duty of the
peard, if it is unable to persuade the parties into agreement,
‘s to persuade them to submit the dispute to arbitration.
This arbitration is voluntary, as it should be. This is not
a compuilsory arbitration bill. Under the provisions of the
arbitration clause, the board of arbitration consists of either
three or six members. Each party may choose one or two
to each side, depending on whether the board consists of three
or six members. The men so chosen then choose neutral arbi-
trators, either one or two, who hold the balance of power.
If the arbitrators chosen by the parties to the dispute are
unable to choose the neutral arbitrators, either the one or the
two, who hold the balance of power, then the Board of Medi-
ation is empowered to appoint these neutral arbitrators.

The parties are only allowed a short period of 15 days to
select neutral arbitrators. According to the testimony given
by the railroad brotherhoods, as well as that of the railroad
executives or managers, this is one of the important provi-
sions of the blll. By this provision there is every incentive
to exert every effort to get fair and impartial arbitration.

It is brought out in the hearings time and time again that
all through this proposed legislation is the theory that agree-
ment is a vital thing in industrial life. Another strong indi-
cation of the whole spirit of the act is the theory of self-
government in industry. §

If the employers and employees of a particular railroad sys-
tem want some other machinery for the settlement of their
disputes and they are willing to agree upon it, there is nothing
in this act to prevent them from using such msachinery or
adjustments as they may mutually establish, but if their ma-
chinery, which they have established, does not do the work and
they are not able to adjust their differences, then by the pro-
visions of the act permitting public intervention are in full
force and effect. If, after all has failed to bring about the
settlement between the warring parties, the last section of this
act provides for an emergency board. This board is composed
of such persons as the President may deem desirable. This is
4 board of publie individuals, a board ereated for but the single
emergency, it is created for the solution of but one set of
problems, and when a report is made upon these problems its
work is completed. This board is reguired to investigate. to
formulate, and to make a report within 30 days from the date
of its creation.

Again, aceording to Mr. Richberg, the primary function of
this emergency board is not merely to make its report, not
merely to tell the public who was right and who was wrong
in the emergeney, but the primary function of the boeard is, if
possible, to settle the controversy,

All parties concerned in the drafting of this legislation have
sought to utilize the lessons of experience and to take account
of the weaknesses of human nature and to counteract individual
weaknesses with the forces of social cooperation, They are
now asking to have this agreement written into law, not for
the purpose of having governmental power to compell the
parties to do right, but In order to obtain Government aid in
their cooperative efforts and in order to show the public that
their interests in efficient, continunous transportation service
will be permanently protected.

Neither of the parties to any dispute in matters affecting
transportation are asking the Government to use force against
one or the other party, but they are simply asking aid and
cooperation.

I believe, with the President in his statement of December
5, 1925. when he said—

the manifest inclination of the managers and employees of the rail-
roads te adopt a policy of action in harmony with these principles—

Conferences, coneiliation, and arbitration—
marks a new epoch in our industrial life.

I intend to support this bill. This bill means much to the
railroad workers of America. It means assurance that they
can receive fair pay and fair treatment without being com-
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pelled to live under the constant shadow that some day they
may be ealled upon to enforce their rights by quitting their
jobs, losing their means of livelihood, and their rights of
service and chance of advancement. [Applause.]

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Tinuaman].

Mr. TILLMAN. 1 also desire to state that I am for this
bill, and I would ask the attention of my colleagues for a
moment. On account of serious illness in my family it will
be necessary for me to be away from Washingon for an in-
definite period. I will not be here to get time in general
debate hereafter, and I ask unanimous consent I may be
allowed to proceed for the two or three minutes remaining
ont of order.

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Chairman, on February 23 I introduced
House Resolution 146 and here and now ask the Rules Commit-
tee for an early hearing on same, and for a report for the pas-
sage of said resolution through the House and for the investiga-
tion proposed. Some time ago a resolution was introduced
for an investigation of the Anti-SBaloon League This is an
organization quite different from the wet organizations, and
there seems to be no reason to treat them togefLer. The wet
organizations insist that they are willing to be investigated
provided the investigation includes the Anti-Saloon League,
. the Board of Temperance, Prohibition and Public Morals of
the Methodist Church, the Woman's Christian Temperance
Union, the World League Against Alcoholism, the Committee of
One Thousand, the Flying Squadron of Indianapolis, and other
prohibition organizations. This reminds me thet during the
days of the saloon, when the saloon keeper was arrested for
selling liqguor on Sunday he insisted that the prosecuting at-
torney should cause the prosecution of the little newsboye
for selling papers on Sunday. It is quite an old trick. I am
on one side only of this proposition—the dry side, The dry
organizations stand for the Constitution and the observance
and the enforcement of law. The wet organizaticns stand for
nullification of the Constitution and believe in flouting the law
of the land. I believe these dry organizations are doing a
ereat work and I favor them. None of them have ever con-
tributed a penny to my campaign’'s expenses, nor has any in-
dividual done so besides myself. I finance my own campaigns
and expect to continue to do that. Quite a lot of money from
some source was used in opposition to me in my last race,
and this will no doubt occur again, as one of the avowed
purposes of the wet organizations is to defeat dry Congress-
men. Gentlemen, you can have a fight if you insist upon it,
so throw your bull-hide shield in front of yom and “lay on,
MeDuft.” I believe that the dry organizations above referred
to are composed of worthy peop'e and that their cause is a
just one. Such organizations as these build orvhan asylums,
extend help to the old, the poor, and to children Their pur-
pose is to make the world a better place in which to live.
The two Rockefellers are accused of having contributed $375,-
000 to the Anti-Saloon League. If that is true it is a con-
tribution to a worthy end. And, if there was any taint on
those dollars, the purpose for which they are being used will
remove such taint. If Kresge the merchant or Judge Gary
have given money to the dry organizations mertioned, they
are to be commended for a most worthy action.

In 1924 the World's Almanac reported 387 homicides in
New York; 509 homicides in Chicago; 77 homicides in Balti-
more ; in Detroit 211, besides numerous other felonies. Would
the wet members from these sections insist upon a repeal of
the criminal laws thus violated?

On yesterday in the city of Baltimore a man named Robertson
shot a messenger of the Western Maryland Dairy and a patrol-
man, staged a holdup, and obtalned $16,000. The shooting was
a most brutal and unprovoked affair. William B. Norris on
August 28, 1922, the same dispatch stated, was killed by the
go-called * Socolow-Hart gang” Will the gentleman from
Maryland [Mr. Hiri], because of these crimes, insist that the
law against robbery and felonious assault is a failure?

Miny wedalthy Americans have put their money into public
libraries, into research bureaus, into edueational foundations,
into university endowment funds. Whoever heard of beer and
booze building an asylum or university or promoting any laud-
able enterprise. The dry organizations mentioned stand for a
higher purpose than rum and lawlessness stand for,

I print in the Recorp the resolution above mentioned. It
Tollows:

House Resolution 146

Whereas the Assoclation Against the Prohibltion Amendment, an in-

corporated nssoclation, and its various subsidiaries bave raised and
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expended large sums of money, the amounts, sources, and expenditures
of which bave not been made publle; and

Whereas no reports have been made as required by law under the
Federal corrupt practices act of the expenditures and sources of such
funds; and

Whereas sald organization stated, at the time of its organization in
New York, among other thinzs, that it intended to influence the apinion
of the Supreme Court eoncerning the eighteenth amendment, as follows :

“The members of the United States Supreme Court are extremely
sensitive to poblie opinfon. They must be made to feel the welght of
publie opinion that has been arouszed all over the country by this attempt
to prohibit by constitutional amendment the natural and inherent rights
of free men in & free country. That sentiment can only be crystallized
by the expenditure of a very considerable sum of money ™ ; and

Whereas sald Association Against the Prohibition Amendment filed
no report of its campalgn contributions in 1920, and in 1922 and 1924
failed to comply with the law in other respects; and

Whereas the purpose of sald organization is to repeal the mnational
prohibition act and as a first step to secure a light wine and beer
amendment to the national prohibition act; and

Whereas in the States where said association bas dominated the legis-
lature, to wit, New York and Maryland. no State enforcement codes are
provided, as is obligatory under the Constitution; and

Whereas the program and plan of the Association Against the I'rohi-
bition Amendment means the destruction of State and Federal laws
necessary to uphold and enforce the Constitution, which is in direct
conflict with the duty imposed on Congress and State legislatures; and

Whereas the Association Against the Prohibition Amendment is now
seeking to ralse a speclal fund of $300,000 to defeat 200 Congressmen
who have voted for regulations to enforce thé eighteenth amendmeut, as
is shown in the letters appealing for funds and circulars inclosed with
them, to wit: .

“1t costs us, on the average, §1,500 to orgdnize in a congressional
district effectively enough to win a Congressman there. (See the white
cireular inclosed.)

“Will you be one of three $500 contributors to take care of one
distriet?

“Or will you be one of fifteen $100 contributors?

* We are building organizations in approximately 200 congressional
distriets now represented in Congress by men who have been voting
‘dry ' whenever the question has been brought up.

“We are ralsing the money and going into districts as rapidly as
finaneial receipts permit us to.

“The association will during 1925 greatly enlarge the scope of its
activities and will increase tenfold its working personnel and facili-
ties " ; and

Whereas the Association Against the P’rohibition Amendment claims
that 1t has a regular annunal income of $300,000 to carry out the above
program, besides the emergency fund of $300,000 to defeat dry Con-
gressmen ; and

Whereas the assoclation lists among its achlevements in its letters
and literature the following, claiming the defeat of candidates for
office, public officials, and enforcement agents who are in favor of the
law as well as its enforcement, to wit:

“We are maintaining a trained politieal force to fight your battle
in the next campaign. We have established branches in practically
every doubtful State, We have raised for the work over $1,000,000,
and have expended and accounted for every cent of it honestly.

“ YWe played a prominent part in procuring the repeal of the AMullen-
Gage law (New York).

“We have kept the fires of liberal thought burning, In spite of abuse
and zlander; we have succeeded in bringing into this movement women
and men of the highest character, and have thereby given standing
and respectability to these principles which have been so wickedly
maligned that they once scemed disreputable; we have largely gained
the confidence of the public press and the news associations which now
handle our publicity fahly and courteously.

“The foregoing accomplishments have done much to bring about
the Anti-Saloon League's loss of power, the fading out of Haynes,
and the passage of the headship of the Enforeement Unit to the control
of an able, patriotic, and conscientious official,

*“It is not necessary to amend the Constitution to get back to beer
and light wines. The Volstead law may be repealed merely by a
majority vote of Congress,. We are oot facing a hopeless task.

*“ Our task is to convince a majority of the Members of Congress
that Volsteadism is a failure, or to elect a favorable majority in the
next Congress,

“Our Nevada Lranch defeated the locul State enforeement bill.

“We have turned the elections in many congressional districts.
Hon. JopN PHinre HiLk, Member of Congress from Maryland, has, with
our very active aid, turned an adverse majority of 10,000 into a favor-
able one of 15,000,

“A new department was organized for political work in congressional
districts. 1t is intended to go ahead actively with this work at once.
We have saved the money to carry it on, and a dollar spent now will
accomplish more than ten spent in the rush of a campaign,




4672

“ RNecently we ndded to our staff two men who have in the past been
national directors of presidential eampaigns for the two great political
parties. * * * Our fleld force under the direction of these men
will survey conditions in congressional distriets throughout the United
Btates and will pick out districts in which we may be expected to be
successful fn making the fight. * * * The work that is being
done by our field force under the direction of these political experts
will be supplemented by the work of our personal liberty clubs, which
are being organized throughout the country, * * * The opposition
is well organized through the activities of the Anti-Saloon League and
of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union. We anticipate that by
forming personal liberty elubs in the varfous districts we will be able to
overcome this condition. ®* * * Of course, volunteer committees
and liberty eclubs work in close harmony and cooperation with the
headquarters of the association and with the two political experts
above mentioned, ®* * * The national headquarters of the associa-
tion has upon its staff two experienced mewspaper men who prepare
articles dealing with the evil effects of prohibition, statistics giving
increases in crime and taxes under prohibition, ete. ®* * * In
addition to the publicity men enmiployed in the Washington headquarters
office many of our branches have their own publicity men who do
similar work within the various States " ; and

Whereas the Association Against the Prohibition Amendment has the
support of the brewers and the malsters, whose political activities were
condemned in the hearings before the Judiciary Committee of the Benate
in Senate Resolution 807 in 1918, including—

“(a) That they have furnished large sums of money for the purpose
of secretly controlling newspapers and periodicals,

“(b) That they have ondertaken to and have frequently succeeded
in controlling primaries, electlons, and political organizations,

“{e¢) That they have contributed enormous sums of money to politi-
cal campaigns in violation of the Federal statutes and the statutes
of several of the States.

“(d) That they have exacted pledges from candidates for public office
prior to the election.

“(e) That for the purpose of influencing public opinion they have
attempted and partly succeeded in subsidizing the public press.

“(f) That to suppress and coerce persons hestile to and to compel
support for them they have resorted to an extensive system of boy-
cotting unfriendly Amerlean manufacturing and mercantile concerns.

“(g) That they bave created their own political organization in
many States and in smaller political units for the purpose of carry-
ing into effect their own political will, and have financed the same
with large contributions and assessments.

“{h) That with a view of using It for their own political purposes
they contributed large sums of money to the German-American Alli-
ance, many of the membership of which were disloyal and unpatriotic.

“(1) That they organized clubs, leagues, and corporations of various
kinds for the purpose of secretly carrying on their political activities
without having their interest known to the public.

“(j) That they Improperly treated the funds expended for political
purposes as a proper expenditure of their business and consequently
failed to return the same for taxation under the revenue laws of the
United States.

“(k) That they have subsidlzed authors of recognized standing in
literary circles to write articles of thelr selection for many standard
periodicals " ; and

Whereas this assoclation and more than 30 other national wet or-
ganizations are asking for the legalizatlon of beer and wine either
through the repeal or amendment of the national prohibition act with-
out first changing the Constitution so that it could be done legally:
Therefore be it

Resolved, That the Committee on the Aleoholic Liguor Traffic of the
House of Representatives is hereby authorized to send for persons,
papers, to compel the attendance of and to administer oaths to wit-
nesses, to eonduct such Ingulries at such times and places as the com-
mittee may deem necessary, and to report its findings and recommenda-
tions to the House of Representatives with such report as said com-
mittee may submit in connection with any proposed legislation, and
the sum of $5,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose of making effec-
tive the purposes of this resolution.

Mr. Chairman, while most Americans on the 22d were
listening to the stately sentences of Washington's Farewell
Address an assemblage of * faet facers™ were insulting the
memory of the Father of His Country and America and be-
littling the first President by the piddling, pifling drivel of
stressing and printing on their dinner program at the May-
flower General Washington's recipe for beer making. What
an exalted conception of the dignity of the oeccasion and the
solemn lesson the day suggests. It was a raw affront to the
Nation's first citizen and the first Chief Executive. General
Washington probably wrote this recipe; he may have plcked
his teeth in public at Valley Forge with a jackknife; as war
camps abound with vermin, he may have used a fine comb now
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and then; but how shocking to the country’s sense of propriety
to exploit these small things on the serious occasion of cele-
brating the day of his birth, a great national holiday.

On the 22d 15,000 teachers of America’s youth gathered in
annual convention in the city named after our greatest Execu-
tive. They looked upon the white-columned Capitol with pride
and pleasure. They knew it was builded by American brains
and brawn and genius and not by leer. The teachers of
our youth looked at the Monument, piercing the sky like a
giant’s spearhead. It is symbolic of the country's grandeur
and is not a monument to booze. The pedagogues visited the
most beantiful building in the world, the Congressional Li-
brary, !ui:d then they saw the marvelous document which Glad-
stone said—

was the greatest instrument that ever come from the minds and hands
of men—

The Constitution. When these teachers go back to those to
whom they stand in loco parentis will they declare for this
Constitution or for 2.75 per cent beer? If for the latter, not
one of them would last as long as a feather in hell.

The teachers listened to the ringing challenge of Bishop
Freeman and his great sentence, “The primary business of
life is the saving of souls.” They heard the able address of
President Coolidge, who said, “Washington was a great
teacher,” but he did not descend to the low level of reading
his receipe for making beer.

These teachers within the Capital City’s gates made a pil-
grimage to the Tomb of the Unknown Soldier in Arlington
Cemetery and placed a wreath there in the name of all edn-
cators and students. They visited Mount Vernon and looked
with reverence on the stone coffins of George and Martha
Washington, giving no thought to the beer recipe. All these
activities were en rapport with the occasion, and while these
teachers were feeding their souls with great sight and sublime
thoughts the *“fact-facing” contingents were shouting with
raucous voices, “ Down with the Constitution and up with 2.75
per cent beer,”” The teachers of our children say we want
light and inspiration, sobriety, morality, and better methods
of educating the masses, but the “face the facts” aggregation
say, “ We want booze.” -

While most of the men and women living or briefly abiding
in Washington on Washington’s Birthday observed the day
properly, the fact facers were performing as noted below.
One gentleman was delivered of this strange monstrosity:

The eighteenth amendment s one of the causes of the younger
generation’s greatest social evil to-day.

Sad, sad, sad! And Rabbi Lazaron, of Baltimore, flashed
this verbal gem before the eyes of sympathetic friends:

The temperance I favor rises out of the self-control of the indi-
vidual ecitizen; it can not be imposed upon from without.

In other words we need no law, no courts, no criminal
statutes. “Thou shalt not” should never be spoken. This
contravenes the experience of 3,000 years and is not even
respectable nonsense. [Applause.]

The fact facers are prostrated at the thought that the law
they hate and want to fall actually is a failure, and that ought
to make them happy, and yet they do not seem to be happy—
they want beer!

Now, this stuff about the eighteenth amendment being a
failure is as “ false as dicer's oaths,” as * false as oaths made
in wine,” as “ false as Hades.”

The *“ fact facers” in convention assembled, and at the May-
flower, feast with our genial friend from Maryland [Jorw
Priute Hirr] as toastmaster; high priest he is of the enlt of
homemade hard cider, demand more beer, more wine, and
harder cider,

St. Paul said :

I have fought a good fight; I have kept the faith.
Ceeser said:

1 came, I saw, I conquered.

Horace said in choice Latin:

Dulee et decornm est pro patria mori.

Paul Jones said:

I have just begun to fight.

The face-the-facts people shout, “ Give us more booze and
better booze.”

Last night at dinner the band played a beautiful medley of
old airs. Kathleen Mavourneen, The Blue Bells of Seotland,
On the Banks of the Wabash, Down on the Suwannee River,
and My Old Kentucky Home. The classic of the wets, How
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Dry I Am, was not allowed to mar the beauty of the first-named
selections.

All over America the ery is going up, * God give us men.”
But the fact facers say, “ God give us beer—stouter beer.”
[Applause.]

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. GREENwoOD].

Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Chairman, one of the chief functions
of government is to promote peace, prosperity, and happiness
among its citizens. I am for the pending bill because it appears
to be a treaty of peace between capital and labor on the trans-
portation systems of our country. We have tried many other
methods of foree, and none of them have been a success. The
present law providing for the labor board is a disappoint-
ment. This Labor Board is by all parties disregarded and dis-
credited, I am for the pending bill providing a plan of ar-
bitration and mediation as a substitute for the old plan that
pretends to have an element of force. The settlement of in-
dustrial disputes by economic force has proven a failure. The
present bill is based upon cooperation and brotherhood, and
these are qualities that have always blessed mankind where
force and hatred have failed. In this respect this proposed
legislation is something different, and I am anxious to give it
a trial

I have always believed in the right of the laboring class to
form unions and to insist upon collective bargaining. In this
day of organizations, combinations, and mergers by capital, it
must not be expected that each workingman shall have to
contend alone with the ultraselfishness and cold discrimina-
tions of corporate management. These rights have elevated
labor to its proper sphere and dignity. There was a time when
the world’s work was performed without capital, but never
without labor. Hence in the division of income from a business
I would give wages a priority over dividends, becanse human
happiness and civilization rests upon the welfare and happiness
of the laboring man.

Labor unions also provide a responsible entity with which
to contract and a means for group obedience. It is to be ex-
peeted if labor is eontented that they will take a pride in con-
tinnous service and the stability and prosperity of the trans-
portation system of America. There are high economie results
to be had from industrial peace, and we know that strikes and
lockouts are detrimental to all. These good economic results
will be reflected in fair wages, correct working conditions,
proper returns to the investor, reasonable and eflicient service
to the public. It is to promote these mutual beneficent in-
terests that we who are supporting this bill shall expect results
from its administration. The employers and employees are on
their honor to obtain these most wholesome results,

Believing that the management and the employees sHould
gottle their own disputes over wages and working conditions,
I am willing that a machinery shall be provided fgr this pur-
pose. I supported the Howell-Barkley bill in the last Congress,
but it was filibustered to death by the majority party, who have
now come to see the error of their ways and have joined with
us former crusaders for industrial peace and are now voting
for the pending bill, which is in spirit and in most details prac-
tically the same. This bill is the Howell-Barkley bill dressed
in another suit of clothes and given another name. We who
have consistently stood for industrial peace on the railroads
are elated to see the agitation of last Congress mature into the
realities of legislation when this bill becomes a law. That plan
is best which provides for those acquainted with all the techni-
ralities and conditions of employment on railronds should by
means of the grievance committees locally provided for crafts
by divisions and systems have the responsibility first to settle.

If the controversy can not be thus settled by those most inter-
ested, this legislation will assist by the higher governmental
boards, This plan has been successfully tried by the Baltimore
& Ohio Railroad and seems to be the last word in cooperative
methods. This plan is based upon common sense and the spirit
of brotherhood. It has been found to be the best plan yet tried.

No governmental agency should interfere in settlement of dis-
putes in the industrial world as long as the parties can them-
selves agree, This bill represents the meeting of the minds of
the committees of the railroads and the labor unions, after
many months of earnest study; and being in the nature of an
agreement, I think that Congress should not materially alter
its provisions. The right of private contract is still sacred, and
Congress should not assume fo clothe the Interstate Commerce
Commission with any power to supervise the details of labor
confracts.

I know of no authority given the Federal Government under
the Constitution to regulate or assume to make or annul any
contract of labor between the employer and employee. Con-
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gress can not assume to act unless it had the delegated spe-
cific power under the Constitution. Now, the Congress has the
power to regulate interstate commerce under the commerce
clause of the Federal Constitution, but I know of no holding
of the Supreme Court that sanctions that power to be exerted
in fixing wages, working conditions, and other details of labor
contracts. The Congress can not assume to be either the
guardian or the master of railroad labor. The right to fix
rates and traffic regulation is based upon an entirely different
legal theory. This right over rates is the exercise under the
commerce clause of a regulation that the Government has
always exercised over common carriers. This grows out of
the character of the business, the public nature of carriers,
their special and corporate rights, monopolistic in its service,
exercising the right of eminent domain, being a franchise and
often a monopoly. In the old common law the hack drivers
and other carriers were licensed and rates controlled. From
this a historical development of this power and control has
been applied fo common carriers. But never has the Govern-
ment assumed greater rights of control over labor contracts
on railroads than in mines, factories, and other industries.

There has been a great deal said about the publie losing some
right if this bill is enacted without amendment, but the public can
lose no right as long as any machinery is set up that will make
for peace in the field of transportation. The greatest economie
losses that come to our couniry’s industries are in strikes and
in lockouts, and the public sustains those losses, but by the
settlement of these by peaceful means there will be a great
saving. It seems to me it is not necessary to extend the power
of the Inferstate Commerce Commission when its organic act
gave it the power to lock into all economic costs of transpor-
tation, including the cost of material, all operating expenses,
as well as of labor. This law does not take away any of that
power, and the Interstate Commerce Commission will continue
to look into all of these costs in fixing rates at a reasonable
rate. This law will not divest the commission of a single
power which it has which is extensive enough to allow them
to look into all economie costs. There will be no obligation
upon the commission to fix a rate based upon an arbifration
that has been made a matter of record any more than the eco-
nomie cost based upon a mutual eontract of the employer and
employee. It is all a matter of the economic cost, and after
having considered all of those costs, then the rate is made.
Will there not be a saving to the public on the question of
strikes and lockouts? Will there not be a saving in dollars
and cents tending to lower the rate rather than to inerease the
rate by allowing these disputes to be settled by peaceful means
rather than by means which destroy values. In having a peace
which is offered by the settlement of these disputes there is an
economic saving, and that will go into the cost of transportation
and will be an actual saving to the public that will lower rather
than increase the rates. [Applause.]

There is no compulgion beneath this plan of settlement of
labor disputes. It is based rather on reason and hospitality
of the spirit. It must be administered by men in conference
and negotiation. Let us hope that the same spirit that ere-
ated it and wrote it, will prevail in its administration. Let
labor understand and capital appreciate that the people have
an interest in the efficient, reasonable, and continuous service
of transportation, and that all will be undertaken in this same
spirit of brotherhood that has prompted the enactment of this
legislation.

The industrial world, the political world, and the religions
world are groping toward that state of society, where peace
can prevail and where law, order, and neighborliness can be
allowed fo move unhampered. This new spirit in industry and
politics* might be considered the application of religion to
human affairs. It is the teaching of the Man of Galilee, the
Prince of Peace, who gave us the parable of the good Samari-
tan apd many more, which we have béen slow in applying to
human relationships. It is the extenuation of the spirit of
the song of the angels on the Judean hills, who at the birth
of Christ sang the message to the shepherds of, “ Peace on
earth, good will toward men." There is no good reason why
business and governments should not reflect these sentiments.
I believe this proposed law for the peaceful settlement of
industrial problems on railroads between the employer and
the employee is tempered with this great fundamental prin-
ciple. I give it my vote and my approval.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr, Carss]. [Applause.]

Mr. CARSS. Mr, Chairman and members of the committee,
I am sorry that the gentlemen in charge have been able to
yield me only five minutes for the discussion of this bill, but,
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a8 my time is limited, T musl necessarily leave considerable
unsaid. [Laughter.]

Mr. Chairman, if the House will pardon a personal reference,
I speak as one who has had some experience in the transporta-
tion field, having been engaged in that important industry
before becoming a Member of this body; and having had ex-
perience in the adjustment of disputes between railroad man-
agement and employee, I feel that I can speak with some
knowledge on the matter before the House. I regret that I
can not dwell at length on the different labor organizations
that have grown up on our American railroads in the last 50
or 60 years. I would like to speak of the contribution of these
organizations to the upbunilding of America, of what they have
done to render travel safe on our railroads, how they have
raised the social and moral standard of their members, how
they have eliminated the use of intoxicating liquors among
the employees of our railroads, how fair and reasonable they
have been in their demands, how they have lived up to the let-
ter and spirit of their contracts with their employers, and
how they have developed the skill and intelligence of their
members.

Mr. Chairman, I am proud of my membership in one of these
organizations, also proud of the great American labor move-
ment, because, gentlemen, the American labor movement is the
greatest instrumentality for spreading the doctrine of Ameri-
canism that exists in our country to-day. This movement tends
to build up and strengthen American institutions, 'a.nd, above
all, to raise the standard of living in the American home.
Gentlemen, no matter what our attainments may be in science,
art, or literature, our very civilization itself rests on the home,
and in addition to our honest men and virtuous women we
must have an adeguate income if we expect to rear children
who will become useful members of society. No man can love
a country where he sees his wife a mere drudge and his chil-
dren growing up in ignorance and poverty and becoming vie-
tims to the diseases and crimes which so often accompany
poverty and ignorance, and so 1 stand by the American labor
movement in all its proper activities, as I believe all good
Americans should.

I would like to speak of the railroad officials of this country.
During my experience I have met many railroad officials, and
I want to say that no security holders in the world have re-
ceived more loyal, intelligent, and efficient service than the
holders of American railroad securities have received at the
hands of the officials that represent their interests, In the
past, during the years when the American railroad unions were
struggling for recognition, the railroad industry suffered much
from lockouts and strikes; so much was transportation inter:
rupted that Congress felt called upon to act, and legislation was
pussed for the purpose of relieving the public from these fre-
quent interruptions.

In 1898 the Erdman Act was passed, followed by the New-
lands Act in 1913. Under the latter, peaceful relations were
maintained on the railroads for a number of years. Then
came the present law, which set up the Railroad Labor Board
for the adjustment of disputes between the carriers and their
employees. In my criticism of that act in the Sixty-sixth
Congress, I predicted that just what has taken place would
take place—that the Labor Board would become thoroughly
discredited. Mr. Ben Hooper, in his brief filed before the com-
mittee, said that peace had prevailed on the railroads for the
past year or so. I suppose that gentleman bases his opinion
on the fact that no disputes are now being referred to the board
for settlement. [Launghter.]

I sincerely hope this plan will be suecessful: no one knows
better than the railroad men what a terrible disaster a Nation-
wide railroad strike would be; it is no exaggeration to say that
it would be a worse disaster than this Nation has ever known ;
this Nation, with its great expanse of territory and its many
diversified interests, is more dependent on railroad transporta-
tion than any nation in existence. It has been said that not
more than one-fourth of the area of the United States could
be inhabited by civilized human beings without railroads.

It is the plain duty of this body to pass such legislation as
will remove the possibility of a railroad strike. We all realize
the futility of attempting to pass legislation providing for com-
pulsory arbitration. Neither employer nor employee would
ever submit to such legislation. It has been tried in the past,
and it has been a failure wherever tried, and it will always
be a failure. No sane political party will ever pass a law to
compel an American citizen to work against his will. Mr.
Chairman, if peace is to prevail in indusiry, justice and not
foree must rule,

Myr. BARKLEY. Mr. Chairman, I find I have five addi-
tional minutes that I can yield to the gentleman., [Applause.]
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Mr. CARSS. I thank the gentleman from Kentucky.

This bill imposes a moral obligation upon the employer and
employee to settle their differences without injury to the pub-
lic through interruption of transportation, and unless this
agreement is put into law substantially as agreed to between
the parties, the moral obligation will no longer exist. Under
this plan, the employer and employee may meet, put their
feet under the same table, and thrash out their differences.
Whenever such conferences occur, and an honest desire exists
to reach an adjustment, some plan ean always be worked ont
that will bring about the desired result. Mr. Chairman, if
I thought for one moment that the public interest was not
fully protected I would oppose this bill, for my duty as a legis-
lator is to protect the public interest, but the greatest inter-
est to the public in this legislation is to secure uninterrupted
transportation, and I hope this bill will go through without
amendment. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Hocu], pro-
poses an amendment which in my judgment will greatly lessen
the efficiency of this bill. From my past experience in the
settlement of disputes, I have concluded that when the media-
tors have succeeded in bringing the parties to the point of
settlement, it is good policy to settle right then. If the Inter-
state Commerce Commission, or any other agency is given spe-
cific power to interfere at such times, the settlement would
probably be delayed so long that hard feelings and bad blood
would be engendered to such an extent that no settlement
would be effected and a strike or lockout would result. Thus
the whole purpose of this legislation would be defeated.

Mr. Chairman, there is just one detail of this hill I wish
to discuss briefly, section 10. If all negotiations looking to-
ward a settlement between the carrier and their employees
fail, and there is reasonable apprehension of a strike or lock-
out that may deprive any section of the country of essential
transportation, the board of mediators shall notify the Presi-
dent, who may thereupon at his discretion create a board to
investigate and report on the dispute; and it is the report
of this board in which I am interested. .

After that board has bronght in its findings, and if after
a reasonable time either party to the dispute refuses a settle-
ment, I shounld like to see all the facts of the case made publie
so that an intelligent public opinion on the merits of the dis-
pute may be formed.

Mr. Chairman, Napoleon has been credited with having said:

Providence is on the side of the heavy artillery.

In America, public sentiment is on the side of those who
have access to the means of reaching the public ear. Hereto-
fore, in all labor disputes, the workers have never been in a
position to put their side of the case before the American
people. Organized labor does not ask for anything for itself
that will not be of benefit to the publie.

Mr. Chairman, the workers are willing to rely on the sense
of justice fnd fair play of the American people to decide in
such disputes. All they ask is that the public have the facts
in the case fairly presented. I hope some means may be pro-
vided in this bill to fully and truthfully inform the publie on
the merits of the whole matter should such unfortunate dis-
putes arise in the future. And now, Mr. Chairman, I would
say to the railroad men of America, you have come to Con-
gress with a plan on which you are both agreed. Congress
looks to you to make this plan a success. If you do not enter
into future negotiations with due regard for the rights of each
other and of the general public, and in the right spirit, this
legislation will have been in vain. Mr. Chairman and mem-
bers of the committee, I thank you. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minne-
sota has expired. All time has expired. The Clerk will read.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minne-
sota has expired. All time has expired The Clerk will read.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. Chairman, before the Clerk begins
the reading of the bill I want to ask unanimous consent that
the chairman of the committee in charge of the bill, the
gentleman from New York [Mr. Parxer], may be permitted
to speak for 15 minutes. The gentleman would be entitled to
do that after the reading of the first section, but, as chairman
of the Committee on Interstate and Forcign Commerce, I think
he ought to do it in advance of the reading. g

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani-
mous consent that before the reading of the bill begins the
gentleman from New York [Mr. Parxer] may be permitted
to address the committee for 15 minutes. 1s there objection?
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. [Applause.]

Mr. PARKER. Mr, Chairman, I wish to thank the gentle-
man from Kentucky for his courtesy and also to thank the
House. i
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There is very little T ean add to the discussion of this bill
in its various phases, because it has been very thoroughly
and very intelligently discussed by the various members of
the committee. There are two or three phases, however, 1
want to emphasize, and oune in particular.

We who were on the Interstate and Foreign Commerce
Committee last year went through a rather trying time over
railroad labor legislation. Out of that controversy the rail-
road executives and the railroad employees were convinced
they were sure to get some legislation they did not want
from Congress, so they were perfectly willing to get together
and draw a bill that would come as near as possible to what
they wanted, at the same time protecting the public to the
fullest extent. They came before us in absolute sincerity,
both the executives and the employees, and presented this
bill ; and before I go any further, let me say, and I want to
emphasize the fact, there is not one single thing in the inter-
state commerce law that is abrogated or changed by this bill.
Every power that the public has now the public will retain
if this bill is passed. [Applause.]

There are two ways of looking at labor legislation. There
are two schools of thought. There is the school that believes
in force, which has been tried and tried unsuccessfully in many
countries, and never successfully anywhere; and there is aiso
the school that believes these questions must be settled by
agreement and by arbitration and by conciliation.

This bill was drawn on the theory from start to finish of
conciliation, arbitration, and agreement, and allow me to say
also that the men who drew the bill in two different places
liave put force into it themselves, not by coercion; it is not put
i by the foree of Congress. I mean it was not instigated by
the force of Congress, but when the board of arbitration reaches
an agreement that is a decree of a court. When one of the
adjustment boards reaches an agreement that is also a decree
of a conrt, but it is & decree of a court that these people decide
oh themselves.

There has been a lot said about the publie not being protected.
In 15a of the transportation act 1 believe there is ample
protection for the public. There is certainly as much protec-
tion as you have right now. We have now the Railroad Labor
Toard, which is section 3 of the transportation act. Both the
carriers and their employees have said they would not submit
one single question to the Labor Board. The Supreme Court
has decided that the Labor Board has no power to enforce its
decrees ; absolutely none. Gentlemen stand here and say that
the Labor Board has the right to suspend an agreement on
wages, Theoretically that is absolutely true; practically it
does not amount to a thing. I might just as well say that a
railroad and its employees can not make an agreement on wages
as the Labor Board. It would have exactly the same weight.

There have been cases where decisions have been asked of
the Labor Board, but the Labor Board did not issue a decree,
Why? It is perfectly simple, becanse every decision of the
Labor Board that has been appealed and has gone to the Su-
preme le;t has been decided against the Labor Board, hold-
ing they did not have the power to enforce their decrees.

The gentlemen who were in Congress when the transporta-
tion act was enacted will remember very well how section
8 was written. It is very well to say it is an act of Congress
and we considered it, but, as a matter of fact, we did not,
The House passed a bill very similar to the bill we are now
considering, It went over to the Senate. The Senate took ab-
solutely the other horn of the dilemma, and put in a bill which
had force in if, and the conferees wrote section 8 and it was
simply brought in and adopted without 10 per cent of the
membership of the House knowing anything abeut it at all
This iz really the history of section 3 of the transportation
act.

1 want to point out one thing more before I conclude. We
are dealing with one of the greatest human problems that
civilization knows, and that is the relationship of the em-
ployee and the employer. It is one of the most delicate ques-
tions we have to contend with, and it seems to me when the
employer and the employee come together and say that here
is a scheme which will work, it is certainly our duty to give
that scheme at least a chance, because if it does not work
the next Congress can amend it, and if you want to put teeth
in it, as some of the opponents of this bill want to do with
reference to this bill, we are not foreclosed from putting teeth
in the bill at & fature date if it is found necessary.

Many gentlemen are loath to see the Railroad Labor Board
abolished. Why? DBecause there is language in the Railroad
Labor Board provision whereby if you will put in just a few
extra words and provide certain penalties you can put teeth
into the provision. But I do not believe, and I do not think
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the Congress of the United States believes, we should put com-
pulsory arbitration into effect in this country. This is a free
country. [Applause.] This is not a country where we are
golnkg to make men work by force when they do not want to
work.

Something was said about the trains running. I wonld like
to ask some of the gentlemen who made the statement how
if a crew of men are asked to take ont a train and do not want
to go, how it is possible to force them to take it out. I do
hold that if the train carries the United States mail it has
got to go through; but if you ean devise any law that will
make men take out a train against their v..l1l, I think you
will have to revise the Constitution of the United States and
human nature besides.

Mr. WINGO. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PARKER. Certainly.

Mr. WINGO. There is a clear distinction between an engi-
neer—to use the gentleman's illustration—who voluntarily ac-
cepts his eall and then fails to discharge his duty and an
engineer who refuses to go out when he is called and requires
the railroad to call some substitute engineer. In the first place,
when he accepts the call and takes charge of the train there is
a duty on him to the public and to his employers to discharge
that duty in such a manner as not to jeopardize either the
life of the people or to interrupt trafic. But there is no power,
no force in legislative enactment, that can compel an engineer
to get out of bed and take out a train. ;

Mr. PARKER. That is the idea I was trying to express, and
the gentleman has done it much better than I could.

Mr. BEEDY. For the purpose of the record I want to say
that I agree absolutely in that view.

Mr. PARKER. Now, gentlemen, this is not a perfect bill.
There are many faults, undoubtedly, in this legislation; but
you are face to face not with a condition, you are face to
face with a wage demand. I do not know what the estimate
is; some of the violent opponents have placed it at $500,000,000,
but I will say, perhaps, $25,000,000 or $30,000,000; but, never-
theless, it is a material increase in wages. The representatives
of the carriers and of the employees come before us and they
say this bill will work. It is now up to us to give them a
chance to find out if it will work. If it does not work, we can
write a law that, perhaps, will work; but I doubt very much,
indeed, if compulsion will ever work.

They talk about the Erdman Aet and the Newlands Act.
This law we are proposing contains every single good clause
in both the Erdman Act and the Newlands Act and many
other clauses besides.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from New
York has expired.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that the gentleman may have five minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Kentucky?

There was no objection.

Mr. PARKER. You have heard many objections to section
10. That is the section relating to the emergency board: and
let me say a word about that. The Board of Mediation, at
any time they see fit during any controversy, can go to the
President and say that they believe it is wise for him to
appoint an emergency board. Now, as I said before, you are
dealing with the human passions ; you are dealing with men that
are fighting for their lives. There is nothing more intense
than a man who is working hard and wants to make mouey
to support his family. We all sympathize with that spirit.
He believes he is right in every contention he makes.

But if you let the controversy go until he sees red you never
can settle it. If you start at the beginning before he gets set,
before he gets mad, you have a very good possibility of reach-
ing a settlement by agreement, and that is exactly what this
bill does.

At any time when the Board of Mediation should say to the
President that they believe an emergency exists he will appoint
the board. It is not going to be for any petty offense, it is
going to be some national crisis. It is not going to be where
you want a petty jury. It is going to be a national wage propo-
sition, or hours of labor, or some big question that comes before
the publie.

Without doubt he will appoint the highest class of men he
can find. There was a suggestion by one of the committee why
should not the report be made public? I will tell you why.
Let me illustrate. Suppose for a moment that your emergency
board should sit and should find that the carriers were abso-
lntely wrong and the board were going to decide against the
carriers, Do youn not believe that if the President should
send for the carriers aud show them the report that was going
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to be made public that it would be very much easier fo get
the carriers to agree than to take them by the neck and say
yon must? I do. And it will work just the same with labor.
If you can show people they are in the wrong, I believe they are
very much more liable to give in to what is right than they
are under efforts of compulsion. That is why the publicity
clanse was not put in the emergency board proposition. But
there is no reason in the world why the President can not
make it public any minute he wants to in his discretion. [Ap-
plause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
York has expired. All time has expired, and the Clerk will
read.

The Clerk read as follows:

BOARD OF MEDIATION

Src. 4. First. There is hercby established, as an independent agency
in the executive hranch of the Government, a board to be known as
the Board of Mediation and to be composed of five members appointed
by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Benate,
The terms of office of the members first taking office ghall expire, as

designated by the President at the time of nomination, one at ‘h°.

end of the first year, one at the end of the second year, one at the
end of the third year, one at the end of the fourth year, and one
at the end of the Afth vear, after January 1, 1026, The terms of
office of all successors shall expire five years after the expiration of
the terms for which their predecessors were appointed; but any mem-
ber appointed to fill a vacancy occurring prior to the expiration of
the term for which his predecessor was appointed shall be appointed
only for the unexpired term of his predecessor. Vacancles in the
board shall not impair the powers nor affect the duties of the board
nor of the remaining members of the board. A majority of the mem-
bers in office shall constitute a guorum for the transactlon of the
business of the board. Each member of the board shall receive a
salary at the rate of $£12,000 per aunum, together with necessary
traveling expenses and subsistence expenses, or per diem allowance
in lieu thereof, subject to the provisions of law applicable thereto,
while away from the prineipal office of the board on business reguired
by this aet. No person In the employment of or who is pecuniarily
ur otherwise interested In any organization of employees or any car-
rier shall enter upon the duties of or continue to be a member of
the board.

A member of the board may be removed by the President for Ineffi-
clency, neglect of duty, malfeazance in office, or ineligibility, but for
no other canse.

Becond. The board shall annually designate a member to act as
chairmsn., The board shall maintain its principal office in the Dis-
trict of Columbia, but it may meet at any other place whenever it
deems It necessary. The board may designate one or more of its
members to exercise the functions of the board in mediation proceed-
ings. Each member of the board shall have power to administer oaths
and affirmations. The board shall have a seal which shall be judicially
poticed. The board shall make an annual report to Congress,

Third. The board may (1) appoint such experts and nssistants to
act in a confidential capacity and, subject to the provisions of the
clvil service laws, such other officers and employees, and (2) in
accordance with the classification aet of 1923 fix the salary of such
experts, assistants, officers, and cmployees, and (8) make such ex-
penditures (including expenditures for remt and personal services at
the seat of government amdl elsewhere, for law books, periodicals, and
looks of reference, and for printing and binding, and including ex-
penditures for salaries and compensation, necessary traveling expenses
antl expenses actually inecurred for subsistence, and other necessary
expenses of boards of arbitration, in accordance with the provisions
of section 7) as may be necessary for the exeention of the functions
vested in the board, or im the boards of arbitration, and as may be
provided for by the Congress from time fo time. All expenditures of
the board shall be allowed and paid on the presentation of itemized
vouchers therefor approved by the chairman,

Mr. RAYBURN. Mr, Chairman, I offer the following ﬂmend-
ment, which 1 send to the desk.
The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. RayBurN: Page 8, line 12, strike out the
fighres * $12,000 " and insert in llen thereof the figures * $10,000."

Mr. RAYBURN. Mr. Chairman, an amendment to this eifect
was offered in the committee by the gentleman from Arkansas
[Mr. Parks], who, by the way, is unable to be present at this
time, and who asked me to state for him during the considera-
tion of the bill that if he were here or if it were possible for
him to be here during the consideration of the bill, he would
vote for its passage.

It seems to me that a salary of $10,000 is svflicient not only
for the work that the members of this Mediation Board would
be called upon to do, but also that we may be able to get men
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of sufficient character and sufficient ability to administer what-
ever functions are placed npon them at that salary.

U'nder the acts passed before Title 11T of the fransportation
act of 1920 the salary of these men, as I remember, was $7.500
per year. The salary of members of the present Railway Labor
Board is $10,000 per year. I have been around this Capitol for
several years, and I have never found any $10,000 a year jobs
going vacant. 1 think there are hundreds of men who come to
Washington seeking employment to-day, and will in every ad-
ministration, who are willing and ready to accept positions with
just as much responsibility as this at much less salary than
310,000 per year. There are very few boards or commissions in
the Government where the salary is more than $10,000 per
annum. I do not believe that under this bill the salarv of
$12,000 a year is justified, and that is my reason for offering
the amendment. [Applanse.]

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. Ravysury] said that the members of the Railway Labor
Board get $10,000 a year. That is true, and they are $10,000-a-
year men. This question was very thoroughly discussed in
the committee, and we believe that the type of men that we
should have for these particular positions should be $12,000-a-
year men and not $10,000-a-year men. Perhaps it is wrong
to estimate a man's ability by his earning capacity, but never-
theless that is the yardstick by which a man’s ability is
measured by the public. It is his ability to earn compensa-
tion; I do not care what his occupation is or in what walk of
life he may be. If this law is going to work, we must have
the very highest type of men possible to procure, and I do
not believe that $12,000. a year is a bit too much. I hope the
gentleman’s amendment will not prevail.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following substi-
tute, which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Substitute amendment offered by Mr. BraxTos to the amendment
offered by Mr. Ravusury: Strike ont the figures * $10,000 " and insert
in lieu thereof the figures “ $7.500."

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New
York [Mr. Parxer] estimates a man's ability by the kind of
salary that the Government pays him.

Mr. PARKER. Oh, I beg the gentleman’s pardon. That is
not the statement that T made.

Mr. BLANTON. T can not agree with him. T think that this
Government has some of the best talent in the Nation serving
as United States Senators fo-day and they get only $10,000, and
have to spend a lot of it in campaigning. I am one of those
who believe that in the House of Representatives, of 435 Mem-
bers, the Government has some of the best talent in the Nation
who were serving at $10,000 a year, and they served here for
years at $7,500 a year, and for years before that at $5,000 per
year.

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. Not now.

Mr. PARKER. I think the gentleman should qunte me cor-
rectly. 1 said the publie.

Mr. BLANTON. Well, he is mistaken. The public does not
estimate that way. The gentleman was in hopes of getting
£12.000-a-year men.

Mr. PARKER. I said the public.

Mr. BLANTON. I am now talking about the public. T am
talking ahout the Government of the United States and the
real people who are going to pay these £12 000 salaries, and the
benefits that we hope will come from the service of these men.

We have some of the finest, skilled technical experts in this
Government to-day who are working here in Washington for
£6.000 and $7,500 per year. We have some of the finest in the
world who are working for $7,500 a year.

I am willing to accept the Rayburn amendment and pay them
$10,000 a year, the salary of a United States Senator, but I am
not willing to pay them $12,000 a year. After these five men
are appointed, I guarantee that I will he able to show this
House that at least three-fifths of them, at $7,500 per year,
would be getting as much as they ever got before in their lives.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. Always to the distinguished gentleman.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. When these parties come
together before the Board of Mediation, the railroads, which,
us one gentleman said, represent an investment of $20,000,-
000,000, will have some of the foremost lawyers in the world
representing them?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes; hut these are not lawyers in court,
but mere little mediators and conciliators.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, Wait a moment,
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Mr. BLANTON. Do not take up all of my five minutes,
please,

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The people to whom they must
listen will be the best lawyers in the world.

Mr, BLANTON. I can. not yield further, Do you know
what the first mediator received under the Erdman Act? He
received $10 a day. Do you know what the next one, under
the Newlands Act, received? Seven thousand five hundred
dollars a year, and he was a good one, Charles P. Neill, one
of the best that we have ever had.

Mr. PARKER., Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. I regret that I have not the time. The
hardest work I ever did in my life was done during the few

ears that I served as a circuit judge in Texas, trying men
or thelr lives, at $3,000 a year salary, and I worked just
as hard as if I had been getting $25,000 a year. It is all in
the man—it is all in what is inside of the man—as to what
kind of service he is going to give the Government. You can
get just as good men for $10,000 to serve in this capacity as
you can get for $50,000 if you will hand pick them,

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes.

Mr, PARKER. The gentleman knows, of course, that the
purchasing power of the dollar to-day is aleat the purchasing
power of B0 cents before the war?

Mr. BLANTON. I know what it is. I have paid rent
here in Washington for years, and I say that a man can live
on-$10,000 a year. This is a five-year job.

He does not have to pay money and expenses in political
campaigns with an election every two years. These men will
get a job at $10,000 net, while a Congressman and Senator pays
out much of his to come to Congress. The gentleman would
have us believe when we get home we should tell our people
they should not expect good service from us because we get only
$10,000.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the
amendment and the substitute. I also regret to differ from my
friend and colleague the gentleman from Texas [Mr, RAYBURN],
but I am forced to do so on this occasion because I think the
salary which is fixed in the bill is the proper salary which
ought to be carried. Now, ip the first place, there are only five
members on this board; and if you reduce it from $12.000 to
$10,000, you only save $10,000 in all in the creation of this
Board of Mediation. I am not uneasy that this $10,000, if it is
paid to these mediators, is going to interfere with a further
reduction of taxes for the people of the United States in the
future. Another thing, you can not judge the value of the
service of men on a board like this by calling attention to the
salaries of Members of Congress. Men come to Congress in the
hope that they will make a career here. Men come here who
are ambitious for the honor, the distinetion, and the fame which
they hope to acquire, and that has more to do with their desire
to be elected to Congress than the salary which is attached to
that office. These men who are going to compose this Mediation
Board ought not to be men who seek it, and I hope the President
of the United States will not appoint any man on that Mediation
Board who comes down here or sends any influence down here
in behalf of his application for an appointment. [Applause.]
These are men who ought to be drafted info the publie service
by reason of their experience and judgment and by reason of
the standing which they occupy in the community and in the
Nation, and they ought not to be required, as they will be, to
give up their business; men who may never have been in
politics or held any office—as I say, they ought not to be re-
quired to give up their business and come here and serve even
for five years as a matter of public duty without compensation
that will at least enable them to live decently while in the city
of Washington,

Reference has been made to the fact that under the New-
lands Act $7.500 was the salary. If this be the criterion, then
$12,000 now would not be an exorbitant salary. If those who
served under the Newlands Act were worth $7,500, $12,000 is a
fair salary now. Reference has been made to the Railroad
Labor Board. We know why the Railroad Labor Board has
fallen down. Bome of the appointees of the Railroad Labor
Board have been, in some cases, men who have held political
office, who have been more or less discredited in their com-
munities after holding public office, who were political lame
ducks, and who were placed on the Labor Board in order to pay
political debts.

Mr. SCHAFER. Will the gentleman yield for one moment?

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not want the gentleman to take up my
time, .I will yield.
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Mr. SCHAFER. Does not the gentleman think we should
put a proviso on this bill right here now that no lame duck or
politician should be appeinted to these positions to ecarry out
the gentleman's argument?

Mr, BARKLEY. I do not think it is necessary to legislate
on this lame-duck subject, but I would certainly expect the
President to select men who would be able to draw men to-
gether, able to get men to meet. The gentleman from Texas
refers to his service on the bench at $3,000 a year. I am satis-
fied if he worked as hard upon the bench as he does here
he earned that $3,000, but as a mediator I do not think the
gentleman from Texas would be qualified to be on this board
at any price. [Laughter.] So much, Mr. Chairman, for that,
and I hope that this amendment and the substitute will be
voted down and the salary be left sufficient to induce men of
character and standing to serve, [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the substitute for the
amendment offered by the gentleman from Texas——

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I nunderstand it will
strengthen the Rayburn amendment, so I will withdraw mine,

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment of the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. RAYBURN].

The question was taken, and the Chair announced the noes
appeared to have it,

On a division (demanded by Mr. RayBurxN) there were—
ayes 52, noes 77,

So the amendment was rejected

The Clerk read as follows:

I‘E-UCIIDUR! IN CHANGING RATES OF PAY, RULES, AND WORKIXG CONDITIONS

Sec. 6. Carriers and the representatives of the employees shall
give at least 80 days' written notice of an !ntended change affecting
rates of pay, rules, or working conditions, and the time and place
for conference between the representatives of the partles interested In
such Intended changes shall be agreed upon within 10 days after
the receipt of said notice, and sald time shall be within the 30 days
provided in the notice. Should changes be requested from more than
one class or associated classes at approximately the same time, this
date for the conference shall bs understood to apply only to the
first conference for each class; it being the intent that subsequent
conferences in respect to each request shall be held in the order of
its receipt and shall follow each other with reasonable promptness.
In every case where such notice of intended change has been given,
or conferences are being held with reference thereto, or the services
of the Board of Mediation have been requested by either party, or
said board has proffered his services, rates of pay, rules, or working
conditions shall not be altered by the carrier until the controversy
has been finally acted upon, as required by section 5 of this act, by
the Board of Mediation, unless a period of 10 days has elapsed after
termination of conferences without request for or proffer of the
services of the Board of Mediation.

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee
do now rise, ] :

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having
assumed the chair, Mr. Mappen, Chairman of the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that
that committee, baving under consideration the bill (H. R.
9463) to provide for the prompt disposition of disputes between
carriers and their employees, and for other purposes, had come
to no resolution thereon.

Mr. DENISON. Mr, Speaker, I ask nnanimous consent to
proceed for two minutes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani-
mous consent to proceed for two minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, there are a good many Mem-
bers of the House here and I want to present to the House
and have printed in the ReEcorp a substitute amendment which
I expect to offer for the so-called Hoch amendment, so that
the Members may have a chance to read it to-morrow.

Mr. BLACK of Texas. Let it beé read now.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment will be
read.

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Speaker, I did not understand what was
proceeding.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asked unani-
mous consent to have read for information of Members the
amendment he proposes to submit.

Mr. MAPES. Was that a unanimous-consent request?

The SPEAKER. Yes. It is to be read only for information.
The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by AMr. DeNisox: Page 24, line 20, after the
word “ parties,” add a new paragraph, as follows:
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* Nothing In this act shall be construed to repeal any of the pro-
viglons of section 15a of the interstate commerce act, or to change or
abridge any powers or duties granted to the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission therein.”

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I have a short amendment
which I think is important, I ask unanimous consent that
it be read for the information of the House.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unani-
mous consent that an amendment which he proposes to offer
be read for the information of the House. Without objec-
tion, the Clerk will report it.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Braxtox: Page 27, line b, after the
word * consent,” strike out the period, insert a colon and the fol-
Jowing provise, to wit: “ Provided, however, That nothing in this
act shall be construed to require the carrler to asccept back in its
employment, or to recognize former senlority any employee who exer-
¢lses his prerogative, and quits his job and refuses to render service.”

REFERENCE OF A BILL

Mr. LEAVITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that

Benate bill 2334, now on the Union Calendar No. 117, be
taken from the calendar and rereferred to the Committee on
Indian Affairs.
. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Montana asks nmnani-
mous consent that Senate bill 2334, now on the Union Calen-
dar No. 177, be taken from the calendar and rereferred to
the Committee on Indian Affairs. Is there objection?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Reserving the right to object,
is that agreeable to the committee?

Mr, LEAVITT. Yes; I can speak as the cha'rman of the
committee.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. As the chairman of the
committee?

Mr. LEAVITT. Yes.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. The minority members have
been consulted? ‘

Mr. LEAVITT. Yes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. PARKER., Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do
now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 15
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday,
February 27, 1926, at 12 o'clock noon.

COMMITTEE HEARINGS

Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com-
mittee hearings scheduled for February 27, 1926, as reported to
the floor leader by clerks of the several committees:

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS
(10 a. m.)
District of Columbia appropriation bill
COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
(10.30 a. m.)

Relating to assuring compensation for aceidental injuries or
death of employees in certain occupations in the District of
Columbia (H. R. 4).

To create in the Distriet of Columbia an insurance fund for
the benefit of employees injured and the dependents of em-
ployees killed in employment, providing for the administra-
tion of such fund by the United States Employees’ Compensa-
tion Commission, and authorizing an appropriation therefor
(H. R. 487).

To amend the Code of Law for the Distriet of Columbia in
relation to the qualifications of jurors (H. R. 5823).

COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS
(11 a. m.)

To amend section 4526 of the Revised Statutes of the United
Btates as amended (H. R. 6534), providing managers for the
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers,

For the appointment of four members of the Board of Man-
agers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers
(H. J. Res. 44).

For the appointment of Harry H. Holt, of Virginia, as a
member of the Board of Managers of the National Home for
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers (H. J. Res. 3).
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. SHREVE: Committee on Appropriations. H. R. 9795.
A bill making appropriations for the Departments of State
and Justice and for the judiciary, and for the Departments
of Commerce and Labor, for the fiscal year ending June 80,
1927, and for other purposes; without amendment (Rept. No.
888). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union.

Mr. BUTLER: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 9690.
A bill to authorize the econstruction and procurement of air-
craft and aireraft equipment in the Navy and Marine Corps,
and to adjust and define the status of the operating per-
gonnel in conmection therewith; without amendment (Rept.
No. 389). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. SWOOPE: Committee on War Claims. H. R. 2237. A
bill for the relief of Leslie Warnick Brennan; without amend-
ment (Rept. No. 390). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House.

Mr. SWOOPE: Committee on War Claims. H. R. 9035. A
bill for the payment of clalms for damages to and loss of prop-
erly, personal injuries, and for other purposes incident to the
operation of the Army; without amendment (Rept. No. 391).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House.

Mr. REECE. Committee on Military Affairs. 8. 1481. An
act to authorize the President to appoint Capt. Curtis L. Staf-
ford a captain of Cavalry in the Regular Army: without
amendment (Rept. No. 392). Referred to the Committee of
the Whole House.

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: Committee on Military Affairs,
H. R, 3382. A Dbill for the relief of Louis Martin; with an
amendment (Rept. No. 803). Referred to the Committee of
the Whole House,

Mr. REECE: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 5293.
A Dbill to authorize the President, by and with the advice and
consent of the Senate, to appoint Capt. George E. Kraul a cap-
tain of Infantry, with rank from July 1, 1920; without amend-
ment (Rept. No. 3%4). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House.

Mr. HILL of Maryland: Committee on Military Affairs.
H. R. 9775. A bill for the relief of Sherman Miles; without
amendment (Rept. No. 395). Referred to the Committee of
the Whole House,

CHANGH OF REFERENCH

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re-
ferred as follows:

A Dbill (8. 1755) for the relief of Franeis J. Young; Com-
mittee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

A bill (H. R. 9586) granting an increase of pension to
Josephine Peck; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged,
and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. SHREVE: A bill (H. R. 9795) making appropria-
tions for the Department of State and Justice and for the judi-
clary, and for the Departments of Commerce and Labor for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1927, and for other purposes; com-
mitted fo the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union.

By Mr. FREE: A bill (H. R. 9796) to provide further for the
relief of war-minerals producers, and to amend the act entitled
“An act to provide relief in cases of contracts connected with
the prosecution of the war, and for other purposes,” approved
March 2, 1919, as amended; to the Committee on Mines and
Mining.

By Mr. DREWRY: A bill (H. R. 9797) for improvement of
Appomattox River, Va.; to the Committee on Rivers and Har-
bors.

By Mr. BROWNE: A bill (H. R. 9798) to provide for the
development of hydroelectric power on the rivers within the
Menominee Reservation, in the State of Wisconsin, from tribal
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funds and for the benefit of the Indians of the said reservation;
to the Committee on Indian Aftairs.

By Mr. MacGREGOR (by request) : Joint resolution (L. J.
Res, 181) to state the Monroe doctrine; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs,

By Mr. HILL of Alabama: Resolution (H. Res, 150) direct-
ing the Secretary of War to repori to the House of Repre-
gentatives the total number of commissioned officers on the
retired list, and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. BOWMAN (by request) : A bill (H. R. 9709) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Martha Wilson; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr, BOYLAN: A bill (H. R. 9800) for the relief of
Charles F. Brown ; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 9801) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Martha Webster; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 9802) granting an in-
crease of pension to Mary E. Woodward; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DREWRY: A bill (H. R. 9803) for the relief of
Frank Stinchcomb; to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

By Mr. FREE: A bill (H. R. 9804) for the relief of the
Pacific Steamship Co., of Seattle, Wash.; to the Committee on
Claims. .

By Mr. FAUST: A bill (H, R. 9805) granting an increase of
pension to Sarash A. Augustine; to the Committee on Invalid
Peusions.

By Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD : A bill (H. R. 9808) granting
an increase of pension to BEliza 8. Smith; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. FULLER : A bill (I1. R. 9807) granting an increase of
pension to Clarinda Cooper; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. GASQUE: A bill (H. R. 9808) to provide a prelimi-
nary survey of Lumber River and Litile Pee Dee River in South
Carolina with a view to the control of its floods; to the Com-
mittee on Flood Control.

Also, a bill (FL R. 9809) to provide a preliminary survey of
Lynchs River in South Carolina with a view to the control of
its floods: to the Committee on Flood Control,

By Mr. HALL of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 9810) granting a
pension to Minnie A, Meyer; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 9511) granting a pension to Jennie .J. Pear-
gon; to the Committee on Penxions.

By Mr. HAMMER : A bill (H. R. 8812) granting an increase
of pension to J. R. Embler; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. HAWES: A bill (H. R. 9813) granting an increase
of pension to Elizabeth Carr; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. HUDSPETH : A bill (H. R. 9814) granting a pension
to James L. McElroy: to the Committer on Pensions.

By Mr. MENGES: A bill (H. R. 9815) granting an increase
of pension to Sarsh M. Harbolt; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. RAMSEYER: A bill (H. R. 9816) granting an in-
crease of pension to May Evelyn Wise; to the Committee on
Pensions,

By Mr. REED of New York: A bill (H. R. 9817) granting
an increase of pension to Polly B. Warner; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensious.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9818) granting an increase of pension
to Jennie Read: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SEARS of Nebraszka: A bill (H. R. 9819) for the
relief of Clotilda M. Hanna; to the Committee on Naval
Affairs.

By Mr. SPEAKS: A bill (H. R. 9820) for the relief of the
(. M. Chaffee Brokerage Co.; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. STRONG of Kansas: A bill (IH. R. 9821) granting
a pension to Annetta L. Pruden; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9822) granting an increase of pension fo
Ellen Hogan ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SWEET: A bill (H. R, 9823) granting an increase of
pension to Ann McCormick: to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A Bill (H. R. 9824) granting an
increase of pension to Eliza 8. Long; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions,
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By Mr. MacGREGOR: Resolufion (H. Res. 149) to pay
salary and funeral expenses of deceased employees of the House
of Representatives: to the Committee on Accounts.

By Mr. MURPHY : Resolution (H. Res. 151) to pay addi-
tional compensation to the majority and minority floor man-
agers of telephones ; to the Committee on Accounts.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows:

828, Resolution of the Iowa Corn and Small Grain Growers'
Association, favoring and urging the passage of bills providing
for the staining of imported red-clover seed; to the Commitree
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

829, By Mr. ALLGOOD: Petition of the following representa-
tives of the Legislature of the State of Alabama—TF. B. 8t. John.
J. C. Inzer, A. A. Griffith, 8. B. Sloan, C. 8. Culver, and
Frank B. Embry—indorsing the action of the United States
Senate in striking out the inheritance or estate-tax pro-
vision of the revenue bill; to the Committee on Ways and
Means,

830. By Mr. BOYLAN: Petition of Catholie Central Verein,
New York Local Branch, opposing the Curtis-Reed education
bill now before Congress; to the Committee on Education.

831. By Mr. BRUMAL: Papers in support of House bill 9575,
ganting a pension to John Hutton; to the Committee on Pen-
sdons.

8§32. By Mr. BYRNS: Affidavit in support of House bill 9135,
for the relief of Natalie Summers; to the Committee on Claims.

§33. By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the Disabled Volunteer
Soldiers of the war with Spain, urging early and favorable
consideration of House bill 98; to the Commiftee on Pensions.

834. By Mr. GALLIVAN: Petition of Thomas A. Coughlin,
16 Kempton Street, Boston, Mass., recommending early and
favorable consideration of House bill 7962, providing for an in-
crease in the pay of laborers in the Postal Service; to the Com-
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

835. By Mr. HOOPER: Petition of Dovillo Warner and 73
other residents of Sunfield, Mich., favoring increased rates of
gfnsiun for Indian wars survivors; to the Committee on Pen-

ons, r
836. By Mr. LINTHICUM: Petition of W. List, secretary
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, Baltimore, favoring House
bill 4013 ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

837. By Mr. McSWEENEY : Papers in support of House bill
9149, granting a pension to Blizabeth Hart; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions,

838. By Mr. O'CONNELL of New York: Petition of the First
Battallon, Naval Militia of New York, favoring the passage of
House bill 9433, for the relief of Lieut. Alexander F. Metz; to
the Committee on Naval Affairs.

839. Also, petition of the Major Louis B. Lawton Camp, No.
39, United Spanish War Veterans, Auburn, N. Y. favoring
Spanish War pension legislation ; to the Committee on Pensions,

840. Also, petition of Sidney F, Strongin, of Brooklyn, N, Y.,
favoring the passage of House bill 7007, to increase salaries of
Federal judges; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

841. Also, petition of the Order of Railway Conductors and
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen legislative boards, of New
York State, favoring the passage of House bill 7180; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

842. By Mr. WHITE of Kansas: Petition of J. H. Rankin
and 52 other citizens of Kansas, in behalf of Richard T. Basye
(H. R, 8507) and other survivors of the Indian wars, urging
that Congress increase the rate of pensions to veterans of the
I;:tllan wars and their dependents; to the Committee on Pen-
slons,

SENATE

Sarurpay, February 2%, 1926
(Legislative day of Friday, February 26, 1926)

The Senate reassembled at 12 o'clock meridian, on the expira-
tion of the récess,

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Chaf-
fee, one of its clerks, annonnced that the House had passed a
bill (H. R. 8815) granting pensions and increase of pensions
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain
widows and dependent children of soldiers and sailors of said
war, in which it requested the coneurrence of the Senate.
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